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I. Introduction 

 At the direction of Congress, the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, New Orleans District 

(CEMVN), is currently in the process of preparing the Louisiana Comprehensive Coastal 

Protection and Restoration (LaCPR) Report to identify, describe, and propose a full range of 

flood control, coastal restoration, and hurricane protection measures for south Louisiana.   

During a series of public meetings from 9 March 2006 to 16 March 2006 conducted in four 

cities in southern Louisiana, the CEMVN solicited public comments on the LaCPR.  Meetings 

were conducted in New Orleans, Thibodaux, Lake Charles, and Lafayette.  The purpose of the 

scoping meetings was to inform the public about the alternative development process and to 

identify the major issues that will be addressed in the Draft Programmatic Environmental Impact 

Statement (PDEIS) being prepared for the LaCPR project.  A total of 368 people attended the 

four meetings, and 674 comments have been received and recorded to date.   

This Scoping Report outlines the project background and scoping process to date and 

summarizes key issues identified by members of the public during the initial scoping period, 

which began on 5 March 2006 and ended on 27 March 2006. 

An analysis of the comments identified the following 20 themes, with the five themes in bold 

accounting for nearly 60 percent of the comments: 

1. There is a need for comprehensive, multidisciplinary, and efficient planning. 

2. The Mississippi River Gulf Outlet (MRGO) needs to be closed due to flood protection, 

safety, and environmental concerns. 

3. The restoration of marshes, wetlands, and natural coastal barriers is a key 

protection feature. 

4. Evacuation planning needs to be improved. 

 1 Scoping Report 
   LaCPR 



USACE New Orleans District  April 17, 2006 

5. CEMVN should use existing studies, such as the Coast 2050 Plan, and consult 

international engineers. 

6. There is a general lack of trust in CEMVN and/or government entities. 

7. There is a need for clearer and more effective outreach and information sharing. 

8. The LaCPR plan should incorporate local knowledge and concerns. 

9. Coastal protection should address saltwater intrusion, subsidence, and sediment 

delivery. 

10. There is a need for independent oversight. 

11. Regional economic viability needs to be considered as part of the planning process.  

12. CEMVN should use innovative technology and consider creative solutions when 

developing alternatives.   

13. It is important to upgrade the levee system to Category 5 protection. 

14. CEMVN needs adequate funding for the LaCPR projects. 

15. CEMVN should use a phased approach for implementing the LaCPR plan. 

16. Communities in the lower parts of Terrebonne Parish should be given full consideration 

during the levee placement planning process. 

17. It is important for CEMVN to expedite the LaCPR plan. 

18. There needs to be a balance between structural and non-structural alternatives. 

19. The community’s cultural and historical values need to be factored into decision-making. 

20. Recreational and fishing values need to be factored into decision-making. 
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II. Background 

At the direction of Congress, the CEMVN is currently in the process of preparing the 

LaCPR Technical Report.  The enabling legislation authorizes the CEMVN “to conduct a 

comprehensive hurricane protection analysis and design at full Federal expense to develop and 

present a full range of flood control, coastal restoration, and hurricane protection measures….”  

The CEMVN has also been directed to “consider providing protection for a storm surge 

equivalent to a Category 5 hurricane within the project area and may submit reports on 

component areas of the larger protection for authorization as soon as practicable.”1  The 

Congressional request for the LaCPR Technical Report was largely influenced by the major 

losses to human life and property that occurred as a result of Hurricanes Katrina and Rita that 

made landfall on 29 August 2005 and 24 September 2005, respectively.   

 In conjunction with the LaCPR report, the CEMVN is preparing a DPEIS that will 

evaluate the impacts of the proposed actions on the human environment.  The DPEIS will 

identify and assess reasonable alternatives for achieving the objectives of flood control, coastal 

restoration, and hurricane protection. It will also identify ways to avoid or minimize adverse 

effects of the proposed actions on the human environment.  The DPEIS is being prepared in 

accordance with the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969 and the Council on 

Environmental Quality’s Regulations (40 CFR 1500-1508), as reflected in the USACE 

Engineering Regulation, ER 200-2-2. 

 

 

 
                                                 
1 The Department of Defense Appropriations Act. Pub. L. 109-148. December 30, 2005.  
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A. Proposed Alternatives 

 At the early stage in the NEPA process, the CEMVN has proposed four alternatives, 

including the No Action Alternative for further evaluation in the DPEIS for the LaCPR program.  

These alternatives are: 

1. Structural Protection Only2: Flood protection consisting of a continuous line of earthen 

or concrete walls along southern coastal Louisiana, connected at various locations, as 

needed, by floodgates and other devices to provide protection against a storm surge 

originating from the Gulf of Mexico produced by a Category 5 hurricane. 

2. Structural Protection with Coastal Restoration2: A structural alternative with coastal 

restoration to provide protection against a storm surge originating from the Gulf of 

Mexico produced by a Category 5 hurricane. 

3. Non-structural Protection with Coastal Restoration2: A non-structural alternative 

consisting of coastal restoration measures to provide protection against a storm surge 

originating from the Gulf of Mexico produced by a Category 5 hurricane. 

4. No Action: The No Action Alternative would maintain current levels of flood protection 

against a Category 3 hurricane. 

                                                 
2 Other non-structural measures, such as raising or moving structures to meet existing or revised floodplain base 
elevations, would be a part of any proposed action alternative. 
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B.  Scoping 

 An integral part of the NEPA process is scoping.  The scoping process is designed to 

provide an early and open means of determining the scope of issues (i.e., problems, needs, and 

opportunities) to be identified and addressed in the DPEIS.  Scoping is a process, not a single 

event or a meeting.  This Scoping Report summarizes the comments received from the public, as 

well as local, State, and Federal agency representatives during a series of public meetings that 

occurred from 9 March 2006 to 16 March 2006 in four cities in southern Louisiana.  Meetings 

were conducted in New Orleans, Thibodaux, Lake Charles, and Lafayette.   The comments will 

be used to inform the alternatives development process for the LaCPR program and to identify 

the major issue areas that will be addressed in the DPEIS. 
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III. Scoping Meetings 

A. Public Notification 

The scoping process was initiated on 1 March 2006 with the publication of the Notice of 

Intent (NOI) to prepare the DPEIS for the LaCPR in the Federal Register (Appendix A).  The 

NOI ran in four newspapers for five days.  These included: the New Orleans Times-Picayune, 

Lafayette Advertiser/Opelousas World, Lake Charles American Press, and Thibodaux Daily 

Comet.   The notice was also posted on the CEMVN Web site at www.lacpr.usace.army.mil, 

and public notices were mailed to a stakeholder list compiled by the CEMVN.  Display ads 

announcing the meeting times, dates, and locations ran in five newspapers over two 

weekends as follows: New Orleans Times-Picayune on 5 March 2006, Baton Rouge 

Advocate on 5 March 2006, Houma Courier/Thibodaux Comet on 11 March 2006, Lafayette 

Advertiser/Opelousas World on 12 March 2006, and Lake Charles American Press on 12 

March 2006.  Additionally, a press release and a media advisory were sent to the CEMVN 

media list.  

B. Meeting Process 

Four scoping meetings were held in cities throughout the southern Louisiana study area 

including New Orleans, Thibodaux, Lake Charles, and Lafayette.  In total, 368 people attended 

the public meetings, and approximately 674 comments have been received and recorded during 

the period from 5 March to 27 March 2006.  A preliminary analysis of the comments received 

during the public meetings is described in more detail in Section IV, Comments. 

The meetings were designed to provide opportunities to inform the public of the LaCPR 

program, solicit comments on the proposed alternatives, and encourage a discussion of key 

issues of concern.  Meeting attendees at all four meetings were asked to fill out registration cards 
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as they entered the meeting venue.  The entrance of the venue also included a staffed information 

table with a handout describing the proposed actions and the NEPA process.  Stacks of pre-

addressed comment cards were also provided.  At stations within the meeting venue, CEMVN 

displayed posters and maps of the proposed alternatives and the levee system and posters of 

population density, ecological resources in southern Louisiana, land change for coastal 

Louisiana, and post-Katrina wetlands changes.  A copy of each meeting hand-out is included in 

Appendix B. 

The meeting process followed a standard format with some variations depending on the 

number of attendees and the layout of the meeting venue.  All the meetings began with a Power 

Point presentation to provide the public with background of the proposed project as well as to 

explain the purpose of the meeting and the meeting process, and encourage members of the 

public to actively participate and provide their comments.  The Power Point presentation is 

provided in Appendix B.  

Following the Power Point presentation, the meeting facilitator divided the meeting 

attendees evenly into breakout session groups.  For New Orleans and Thibodaux, attendees were 

divided into four groups; for Lake Charles, one group; and for Lafayette, two groups.  Each 

breakout session was staffed with a facilitator who led the discussion and a scribe who captured 

the attendees’ comments on flipcharts.  Prior to the discussion, the facilitator passed out 

discussion guides and asked attendees to review this information. The facilitator led the 

discussion by asking three questions:  

1) What are the critical natural and human environmental problems and needs that 

should be addressed in the DPEIS? 

2) What are the significant resources that should be considered in the DPEIS? 
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3) What are the reasonable restoration alternatives that should be considered in the 

DPEIS? 

 Attendees’ responses were recorded on flipcharts during the breakout sessions, which 

lasted for approximately 45 minutes to an hour and 10 minutes.  During the last 15 minutes of 

the breakout session, attendees were asked to identify the top issues that were of importance to 

them.   Following the breakout sessions, all attendees were asked to reconvene.  The top issues 

identified in the breakout sessions were presented to the entire group by each breakout session 

facilitator. 

 In addition to providing comments on comment cards through the breakout sessions, 

attendees could provide verbal comments to a court reporter.  A court reporter was also stationed 

in the main meeting hall to record the presentation, as well as comments, questions, and answers 

provided by meeting participants. 

C. Meeting Venues  

The four scoping meetings were held in cities throughout the southern Louisiana study 

area, including New Orleans, Thibodaux, Lake Charles, and Lafayette.  These cities were chosen 

for their proximity to the LaCPR study area and accessibility to population centers.  A combined 

total of 368 people attended the four meetings with the most well-attended meeting being 

Thibodaux (148), followed by New Orleans (114), Lafayette (51), and Lake Charles (55).  A 

summary of meeting attendance is shown in Table 1. 
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Table 1: Summary of Meeting Attendance 

 Private Citizens 
Government and 

Non-governmental 
Organizations 

Media TOTAL 

New Orleans  
(9 March 2006) 

61 51 2 114 

Thibodaux  
(14 March 2006) 

90 56 2 148 

Lake Charles  
(15 March 2006) 

24 30 1 55 

Lafayette 
(16 March 2006) 

19 29 3 51 

TOTAL 194 166 8 368 

 

i. New Orleans 

The New Orleans scoping meeting was held on 9 March 2006 between 7 and 10 p.m. in 

the Health and Physical Education Center at the University of New Orleans Main Campus, New 

Orleans.  The main meeting space was a gymnasium where two of the four breakout groups took 

place.  Two adjacent classrooms were used for two additional breakout groups.  A total of 114 

people attended the meeting. 

ii. Thibodaux 

The Thibodaux scoping meeting was held on 14 March 2006 between 6:30 p.m. and 9:30 

p.m. in the Envie Banquet Room of the Howard Johnson hotel at 201 Canal Boulevard, 

Thibodaux.  The meeting space allowed for four breakout groups with the use of room dividers 

that were shut during the breakout sessions and reopened when the meeting reconvened.  

Approximately 148 people attended the meeting.   

iii. Lake Charles 

The Lake Charles scoping meeting was held on 15 March 2006 between 6:30 p.m. and 

9:30 p.m. in Baker Auditorium/Farrar Hall, McNeese State University Campus, Lake Charles.  

Because of the small number of attendees at the Lake Charles meeting, only one breakout group 
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was assembled.  This afforded everyone the opportunity to hear input from one another, and 

hence there was no need to reconvene the group at the conclusion of the meeting.  The Lake 

Charles scoping meeting was attended by approximately 55 people. 

iv. Lafayette  

The Lafayette scoping meeting was held on 16 March 2006 between 6:30 p.m. and 9:30 

p.m. in the Cajundome, 444 Cajundome Boulevard, Lafayette. The Lafayette scoping meeting 

was attended by approximately 51 people. After the presentation participants were divided 

evenly into two breakout groups in order to facilitate discussion.  
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IV. Comments 

The following methods were available for the meeting participants and other members of the 

public to submit their comments on the LaCPR program: 

1) Postage-paid comment cards were made available at each public meeting for 

attendees to submit their comments either at the meeting or at a later time by mail.  

2) A verbal comment station was set up at each meeting for attendees to provide their 

comments to a transcriber. 

3) A court reporter was stationed in the main meeting room to record comments, 

questions, and answers provided by meeting attendees. 

4) Facilitators and scribes were present during the meeting breakout sessions to record 

the issues identified by meeting attendees. 

5) Written comments could be submitted via the Internet at www.lacpr.usace.army.mil 

as described on the NOI and meeting handout. 

6) Written comments could be emailed to LaCPR_EIS@CEMVN02.usace.army.mil as 

described on the NOI and meeting handout. 

7) Written comments could be mailed to LaCPR EIS Environmental Manager, CEMVN-

PM-R, P.O. Box 60267, New Orleans, LA  70160-0267 as described on the NOI and 

meeting handout.  

Meeting transcripts from the verbal comment station and court reporter are contained in 

Appendix C.  Written comments received from the breakout sessions, Internet, email, and postal 

mail are contained in Appendix D.  A compiled list of all comments received is contained in 

Appendix E. 
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A. Methodology for Reviewing and Summarizing Comments 

Throughout the scoping process, the CEMVN compiled comments on the proposed 

LaCPR program.  For the purposes of this scoping report, a comment is defined as a distinct 

assertion, point, or opinion.  Therefore, an individual could have multiple comments per 

submittal.  For example, one person’s email message may contain several comments.  Each 

individual comment was entered into an Access database, and a detailed report was generated 

that contained every comment received during the scoping period (Appendix E).   

The comments were then reviewed for recurring themes in order to gain an understanding 

of the key issues to be addressed in the DPEIS.  Twenty recurring themes were identified 

throughout the list of compiled comments.  Since it was difficult to fit some comments into only 

one theme, several of them were assigned more than one theme.  For example, the comment 

“Dredge spoil should be used for marsh creation” was classified as Theme 3: The restoration of 

marshes,  wetlands, and natural coastal barriers is a key protection feature and Theme 12: 

CEMVN should use innovative technology and consider creative solutions when developing 

alternatives.  No comment was assigned more than three themes.     

B. Results 

The recurring themes and their percentage of occurrence are shown in Table 2. The top five 

recurring themes account for nearly 60 percent of the comments and are highlighted in bold: 

.   
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Table 2: Comment Analysis: Themes by Percent Occurrence 

Theme Number of 
Occurrences3

Percent of 
Occurrences 

1. There is a need for comprehensive, 
multidisciplinary, and efficient 
planning. 

74 8% 

2. The Mississippi River Gulf Outlet 
(MRGO) needs to be closed due to 
flood protection, safety, and 
environmental concerns. 

25 3% 

3. The restoration of marshes, wetlands, 
and natural coastal barriers is a key 
protection feature. 

118 12% 

4. Evacuation planning needs to be 
improved. 12 1% 

5. CEMVN should use existing studies, 
such as the Coast 2050 plan, and 
consult international engineers. 

51 5% 

6. There is a general lack of trust in 
CEMVN and/or government entities. 19 2% 

7. There is a need for clearer and more 
effective outreach and information 
sharing. 

28 3% 

8. The LaCPR plan should incorporate 
local knowledge and concerns. 168 18% 

9. Coastal protection should address 
saltwater intrusion, subsidence, and 
sediment delivery. 

101 11% 

10. There is a need for independent 
oversight. 5 1% 

11. Regional economic viability needs to be 
considered as part of the planning 
process 

46 5% 

12. CEMVN should use innovative 
technology and consider creative 
solutions when developing 
alternatives. 

71 8% 

13. It is important to upgrade the levee 
system to Category 5 protection. 31 3% 

14. CEMVN needs adequate funding for 
the LaCPR projects. 22 2% 

                                                 
3 Note: Although 674 comments were received, the number of occurrences totals 946 because a given comment can 
be associated with more than one theme.  The percentages are based on dividing the number of occurrences of a 
given theme by the total number of occurrences and multiplying by 100. 
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Theme Number of 
Occurrences3

Percent of 
Occurrences 

15. CEMVN should use a phased approach 
for implementing the LaCPR plan. 22 2% 

16. Communities in the lower parts of 
Terebonne Parish should be given full 
consideration during the levee 
placement planning process. 

31 3% 

17. It is important for CEMVN to expedite 
the LaCPR plan. 36 4% 

18. There needs to be balance between 
structural and non-structural 
alternatives. 

30 3% 

19. The community’s cultural and historical 
values need to be factored into decision-
making. 

24 3% 

20. Recreational and fishing values need to 
be factored into decision-making. 32 3% 

 

The full set of the 674 comments is included in Appendix E.  A summary of the top 5 themes in 

order of occurrence is provided in the following section.  The theme categories are broad and 

encompassing in order to summarize the major issues that have been identified.  A review of the 

verbatim text of the comment contained in Appendix E provides more detailed insight into the 

commenter’s ideas and concerns with respect to the LaCPR.  

Theme 8:  The LaCPR plan should incorporate local knowledge and concerns. 

This category by far reflected the greatest interest and concern expressed by individuals 

providing comments on the LaCPR program.  Of the 946 occurrences, nearly 18 percent fell into 

this category, which emphasized the need for the USACE to take into consideration existing 

local knowledge and concerns.  This was expressed as a function of the sensitive areas along the 

southern Louisiana coast that need to receive priority flood protection as well as specific design 

considerations that the USACE will need to evaluate as part of the LaCPR program.   
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A number of people commented on the importance of completing the Morganza to Gulf 

of Mexico Hurricane Protection Project.  One participant during a breakout session at the New 

Orleans meeting indicated the need to protect St. Bernard Parish and East New Orleans first, 

while another participant indicated that the USACE “couldn’t build levees high enough to 

prevent overtopping.”  A suggested solution by the same individual included building “free-

flowing spillways in Lower Plaquemines Parish (which allows the spillways to act as release 

valves).”  Another commenter suggested that USACE use spoils from the Acadian Gulf of 

Mexico Access Channel to build freshwater bayou to Pelican Island.  The need for structures in 

“strategic places like Houma Navigational Canal to stop saltwater intrusion and storm surge” 

was also identified. 

A great deal of geographic-specific and technical considerations are documented in 

comments falling into this category, which will need to be taken into consideration as the 

USACE evaluates the specific alternatives for consideration in the LaCPR program. 

Theme 3: The restoration of marshes, wetlands, and natural coastal barriers is a key 

protection feature. 

Of the 946 occurrences, 12 percent were identified with Theme 3.  Comments received 

and recorded indicate the public’s awareness of the importance of marshes and wetlands as a key 

protection feature against storm surges as well as an important recreational and economic 

resource.  Some of the comments supporting wetland restoration include: “restoration of 

wetlands is step number 1,” “restore natural systems for protection,” “low-tech restoration 

elements can be effective,” and “strengthen marshlands.” The majority of the comments 

supported halting marsh and wetland losses and restoring marsh and wetland areas through the 

use of natural ridges, natural hydrology, and the enforcement of both existing and new 
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regulations.  For example, some of the comments include: “revert hydrology to natural 

conditions,” “enforce existing wetland protection,” and “limit development pressures on 

drainage and wetlands.” 

Several of the comments supported a multi-component protection plan including levee 

construction, marsh and wetland restoration, and barrier island restoration. One such example is  

a comment that identified both “coastal wetlands restoration as buffer zone to slow surge levees 

to stop surge” and “spillways to relieve or redirect surge (diversion).” 

A number of comments also identified the need to focus on barrier islands as a protection 

feature.  One commenter said “islands need to be raised higher to act as a storm surge barrier,” 

while another suggested using “offshore bar channel dredge material for beach/marsh 

renourishment.”  Another commenter found that “aggressive barrier island restoration and 

maintenance was needed” along with “restoration of back barrier marsh.”  The same 

commenter suggested “sediment delivery via pipeline in tandem with fresh water inputs for 

sustainability.” 

Theme 9:  Coastal protection should address saltwater intrusion, subsidence, and sediment 

delivery. 

 Of the 946 occurrences, approximately 11 percent identified the need for coastal 

protection to address saltwater intrusion, subsidence, and sediment delivery.  Several key points 

raised in this category included the importance of restoring the Coast’s natural systems by 

reintroducing sediment delivery and restoring barrier islands to address flood protection issues.  

One breakout group participant from the New Orleans scoping meeting indicated a need to look 

at the entire ecosystem.  This includes “redeveloped marshlands as well as restoration of barrier 
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islands to serve as buffers that will reduce storm surge impacts.”   This same participant 

expressed the need to “rebuild natural ridges.”   

 Saltwater intrusion and associated adverse impacts to wetlands and marshlands also was 

identified as an issue of concern.  In addition, several breakout group participants expressed 

concern regarding the loss of marshland and wetland areas and the need to “balance their 

preservation and restoration with protection of people and the built environment.” 

 Sediment delivery was identified as an important restoration measure in order to reduce 

subsidence along Louisiana’s southern coastline.  For example, some of these comments 

included “allow for sediment delivery,” “introduce sediment into the system,” “get sediment 

back in marshes,” “we need more coastline not levees,” and “sand nourishment has worked.”  

Commenters suggested that CEMVN use the Coast 2050 Plan as a guideline for how to manage 

the introduction of sediment into the coastal system.  Several commenters also identified the 

need for hydrological models to include subsidence, climate change, and impacts from oil and 

gas activities.   

A number of comments included suggestions for how sediment delivery could be 

accomplished.  Many commenters encouraged CEMVN to provide for diversions of the 

Mississippi River.  One commenter stated the importance of “the diversion of the Mississippi 

above New Orleans for the express purpose of wetlands restoration in the South Louisiana 

ecosystem.”  Another commenter suggested CEMVN undertake“planning and active 

engineering to divert a significant portion of the Mississippi River through the Atchafalaya 

Basin, Bayou Lafourche, or other natural channels into the coastal wetlands.”  A letter received 

from the National Marine Fisheries Service suggested the development of a programmatic 
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sediment source plan that evaluated the most cost-effective and least environmentally-damaging 

borrow sites for sediment delivery. 

Theme 1: The need for comprehensive, multidisciplinary, and efficient planning. 

Of the 946 occurrences, approximately 8 percent reflected concerns that CEMVN needs 

to have a comprehensive and multi-disciplinary approach when planning the LaCPR.  In 

addition, comments reflected the need for CEMVN to be efficient in its planning to ensure cost-

effective and timely resolution of issues that meet LaCPR goals and objectives.   

Specifically, comments falling into this category reflected the need for multiple elements 

to be considered, such as a combination of structural (levees) and non-structural (wetlands) 

controls to ensure greater flood protection.  Also, taking a multi-tiered, phased approach that 

integrates CEMVN with other planning and government entities, including the Louisiana 

Recovery Authority, Department of Natural Resources, parishes, and the City of New Orleans is 

desirable.  One commenter suggested parishes and local governments should work together to 

come up with a comprehensive plan, both in Louisiana and in Mississippi: “We are fully aware 

that the construction of this floodwall in our area is not something that can be done in an 

isolated manner without consideration of St. Tammany Parish and the State of Mississippi […] 

We are already attempting to contact the President of St. Tammany Parish to make sure we are 

working together to a common goal.  We are quite willing to meet with any representatives from 

Mississippi to accomplish an overall plan for the entire area.”    

In addition, comments in this category reflected the need to assess the short and long-

term effectiveness of flood protection alternatives, with considerations to begin the planning 

process for long-term alternatives now.  One comment reflected the need to look at the feasibility 

of protective measures to accommodate a Category 5 hurricane.  If deemed feasible, CEMVN 
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might consider breaking down the process in phases where “upgraded protection could be 

achieved sooner (Category 4) while progressing with the ultimate goal of Category 5 

protection.” 

Theme 12:  CEMVN should use innovative technology and creative solutions when 

developing alternatives. 

 Of the 946 occurrences, approximately 8 percent expressed the need for CEMVN to 

consider innovative, creative solutions to address flood and hurricane protection measures in 

southern Louisiana.  Importantly, not all solutions needed to include high-tech approaches, rather 

they identified the need for CEMVN to take into consideration “effective, low-tech restoration 

alternatives, such as sand fences.”  Another approach described in this category included the 

idea of “compartmentalizing” metropolitan areas using existing features, such as elevated tracks 

of ground (highways, railroad beds) to prevent one area from flooding another.  One individual 

who provided their input over the phone offered a similar suggestion to consider a grid system 

with levees and pumps (instead of one levee system surrounding the city)  so that “if one levee 

should overtop or breach, only one square of the grid would flood.”   

The following is a list of some of the other suggested innovative and creative solutions for 

protection the Louisiana Gulf Coast: 

• Installation of isolated ring levees around cities and vital infrastructure; 

• Construction of spillways or pipes beneath roadways and railroad tracks to allow 

movement of freshwater; 

• Use of dredge spoil for marsh creation; 

• Construction of multiple free flowing spillways traversing the land area between the river 

and marshlands; 
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• Installation of a double-walled levee system without fixed gates at the mouths of the 

canals; 

• Implementation of a tax incentive program for homeowners and business owners located 

outside the city levee system who raise their existing structures; 

• Installation of “pop-off” valves throughout the levee system to prevent deterioration of 

large portions of the system during overtopping; 

• Construction of a large barrier island, outside of existing natural barrier islands, with 

channels every 10 miles for boat traffic; 

• Installation of concrete walls founded on H-piles atop existing earthen mounds; 

• Construction of floodgates of Netherlands design which would be closed mechanically to 

prevent the flood surge from the south but would open by water pressure as a storm 

progressed over the area in order to permit the water to surge back from the north; 

• Construction of piers to promote breaking waves and disperse wave energy while 

protection and buffering mashes. 

Much like the information categorized and summarized in Theme 8, comments in this category 

reflected a wide array of specific innovative and creative technologies and solutions that the 

USACE should consider in its evaluation of alternatives for the LaCPR program.    
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V. Additional Opportunities for Public Input 

The official deadline for receipt of comments for preliminary scoping was 27 March 2006.  

However, CEMVN will consider comments received after this date as part of its ongoing 

planning activities that are scheduled for completion in December 2007.  Additionally, the 

DPEIS document will be available for public review and comment for a 45-day period that is 

currently scheduled for May 2007.  Public hearings will be held during the 45-day review period 

to receive comments and address questions concerning the DPEIS. 
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 1                          GABRIEL BORDENAVE:
                                 Gabriel  - G-a-b-r-i-e-l  - Bordenave  -
 2                          B-o-r-d-e-n-a-v-e; 4700 Venus Street  -
                             - V-e-n-u-s, New Orleans, Louisiana 70122. 
 3                          Okay, well, my suggestion is that the main
                            cause of the flooding in New Orleans was the
 4                          water from Lake Pontchartrain.  And the water
                            in Lake Pontchartrain comes from the Gulf of
 5                          Mexico.  And the entrance to Lake
                            Pontchartrain is the Rigolets.  It's spelled
 6                          R-i-g-o-l-e-t-s.  So the Rigolets is a very
                            narrow waterway.  
 7                               I think the main method of keeping the
                            water out of Lake Pontchartrain is by
 8                          building a dam or some other water-control
                            structure to prevent that.  It would keep the
 9                          storm surge out of the lake and, thus, keep
                            the storm surge out of all the parishes that
10                          surround the lake.  
                                 The design of the  - the second thing is
11                          the Army Corps has been very inward looking
                            to its designs of its levees and structures
12                           - various structures.  They should, like the
                            Dutch and the Netherlands, ask for proposals
13                          from private corporations, engineer firms of
                            what the design should be so there's plenty
14                          of public input and alternatives that the
                            public and the Corps can weigh to decide what
15                          is the best way to build the dam on the
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                            Rigolets.  And that's all I have to say.
16                          SUE SPILSBURY:
                                 Sue Spilsbury  - S-p-i-l-s-b-u-r-y; 21
17                          Crane Street  - 40 inches for two weeks. 
                            Right over there.  It's the neighborhood  -
18                          no one is back in it yet.  I would like to
                            see the design of a foundation engineer,
19                          Samuel  - his name is Scandaliato  - 
                            S-c-a-n-d-a-l-i-a-t-o  - who does business as
20                          SZS Consultants, Inc.  
                                 I would like to see his levee design
21                          adopted since he has been a foundation
                            engineer for 40 years.  He is very familiar
22                          with Louisiana soils.  And he has developed a
                            double-walled levee system, which I think is
23                          elegant, clean, simple, and is ready to
                            provide protection within 16 weeks to 20
24                          weeks for a CAT 5.  
                                 The design is essentially of two steel
25                          bulkhead walls, no sheetpilings, the first of
                            which is driven 60 feet depth on either side

                                                           3

 1                          of the canal.  That would be the inside wall. 
                            And the second, approximately 12 to 15 feet
 2                          outside of that driven to a depth of 35 feet
                            with the tops are both parallel and 20 feet
 3                          above the top of the base level of the
                            ground, I guess you would say.  
 4                               He proposes filling that in with sand
                            and then capping it with concrete and is
 5                          convinced as is one soil engineer with the
                            Corps of Engineers, that it would hold
 6                          against anything that might hit the City of
                            New Orleans.  
 7                               He could bring it in at $1,000 an inch. 
                            It would be one-half of the budget now set
 8                          aside for various levee designs, all of which
                            seems rather convoluted.  
 9                               Second thing is that I'm totally opposed
                            to any fixed gates to be erected at the mouth
10                          of any of our canals, because we will flood
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                            from rainwater as soon as we get a good 12-
11                          inch day.  And I believe that any sheetpiling
                            to be driven at the mouth of the canal should
12                          be driven no more than two days before the
                            hurricane is expected to hit the New Orleans
13                          area.  
                                 And third and finally, I believe that if
14                          there are moving floodgates to be erected,
                            they should be at the eastside of the Lake
15                          Pontchartrain, I believe the main inlets
                            around Lake Borgne, Lake Catherine.  I'm not
16                          certain, but that's where I think.  It would
                            prevent the tidal surge from beating in
17                          against the whole rim of the lake wherever.  
                                 So those three things  - that would what
18                          I  - that would be my suggestions; what I
                            would like to see, especially the double-wall
19                          design of our local foundation engineer, Mr.
                            Sam Scandaliato.
20                          WOODY CREWS:
                                 My name is Woody Crews; P.O. Box 6202,
21                          Metairie, Louisiana 70009.  I am Woody Crews,
                            the Chairman of the Board of the Coalition to
22                          Restore Coastal Louisiana.  The Louisiana CPR
                            must do two things.  
23                               We have major population centers in
                            Louisiana that must have adequate storm
24                          protection.  No question.  Secondly, we must
                            establish and support a stable coast.  No
25                          question.  Neither one can survive without
                            the other.  

                                                           4

 1                               Scoping for these efforts should not be
                            confined by programmatic, geographic, or
 2                          budgetary constraint.  Those aliments can be
                            reconciled later.  For now we must think
 3                          broadly so that every possibility can be
                            explored.  
 4                               We must use the existing experience
                            derived from the studies of the past:  COAST
 5                          2050, the LCA, BTNEP  - It's B-T-N-E-P  -
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                            comprehensive plan, and the Lake
 6                          Pontchartrain Basin Foundation Comprehensive
                            Habitat Management Program.  There is no
 7                          reason to reinvent the wheel here.  We must
                            use the lessons learned in those studies to
 8                          more effectively tie in an integrated coastal
                            restoration program along with the flood
 9                          protection that is so desperately needed. 
                            The Corps of Engineers should use these
10                          studies as an effective starting point.  
                                 The CPR must integrate its program's
11                          efforts with those of the LCA, CWPPRA, and
                            the CPRA, and, of course, the Gulf Coast
12                          Recovery Task Force.  These agencies already
                            have programs in effect that have analyzed
13                          and judged the value of coastal restoration
                            projects.  They should be supplemented by
14                          these efforts, not aborted.  
                                 Finally, the Corps of Engineers must
15                          commit to a meaningful and ongoing public
                            engagement throughout the entire process. 
16                          The scoping efforts must not stop with this
                            initial scoping meeting.  Thank you.
17     

18     

19     

20     

21     

22     

23     

24     

25     

                                                           5
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 1                              C E R T I F I C A T E

 2     

 3                                            I, the undersigned reporter, do hereby certify 

 4                

 5                that the above and foregoing is a true and correct 

 6                

 7                transcription of the voice-writing method of the 

 8                

 9                proceedings herein, reported by me at the time and 

10                

11                place hereinabove stated and thereafter transcribed 

12                

13                under my supervision to the best of my ability and 

14                

15                understanding.

16                                    

17                

18                

19                                         _______________________

20                                         Dana L. Accardo, CCR

21                                         Certified Court Reporter
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22                                         Louisiana License #24028

23                

24     

25     
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Appendix D.  Written Comments 











































































































































































































































































































































































Appendix E.   Database of Compiled Comments 

  



Database of Compiled Comments
Comment Mode Commenter ID Comment 1 2 3Theme

beakout session 131 Henry Hub- need to protect 13-15 gas pipelines- 
gathering point

8

breakout session 56 1. Breton Sound. East side of river. Design spillways so 
that they will divert storm surge in either direction. These 
spillways will serve as river diversions during high river.
2. Build Barataria Bay beaches to 20' by pumping sand 
from Mississippi river.

12

breakout session 56 Explain alignment to Parish. 0

breakout session 119 Remember our valuable coastal LA resources - sand 
beaches.

9

breakout session 119 Consider isolated/ring levees for vital 
facilities/infrastructure

12

breakout session 119 B/C evaluation of restoration of marshes to 1950s vs. 
Category 5 structural alternatives

1 3 13

breakout session 119 Rsch modification of storms; Current steering, etc. 0

breakout session 119 Garbage in, garbage out. Evaluate quality input of models. 0

breakout session 119 Legal issues (row) can delay project; address now 17

breakout session 119 Evaluate short-term effectiveness of alt. measures 1 15

breakout session 119 low-tech restoration elements can be effective (e.g. sand 
fences)

3 12

breakout session 119 Consider diverting more sediments to Atachafalya. 9

breakout session 119 Small business owners' assistance needed 11

breakout session 119 Sand nourishment has worked. Coast 2050. 5 9

breakout session 119 Protect Cheniers. 8

breakout session 119 Cameron Parish infrastructure (e.g., strt. Pet. Reserve and 
3 LNGs coming).

8

breakout session 119 Consider "multi-prong" alternatives with more than one 
component.

1

breakout session 119 Model alternatives "abandon" Cameron Parish 8

breakout session 119 wind breaks are options to wind damage 12

breakout session 119 Rebuild marshes with freshwater, not saline/brackish 3 9

breakout session 119 Research GE/DOW proposal 5 12

breakout session 119 Cool/aerate water as attenuation option of storm 12

breakout session 119 Refer/use Coast 2050 program elements 5
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breakout session 119 consider saltwater intrusion effects to marshes from 
alternatives

9

breakout session 119 restoration of marshes is step number 1. 3

breakout session 119 Use Coast 2050 Program 5

breakout session 119 Revert hydrology to natural conditions. 3

breakout session 119 Considering lowering  weirs/locks to allow sediment-
laden water to flow back and forth for marsh nourishment.

9 12 3

breakout session 119 Consider dredging ICWW deeper 12 8

breakout session 119 Use offshore bar channel dredge material for beach/marsh 
renourishment (calcasieu).

3 12

breakout session 119 consider oyster leases and other legal issues 0

breakout session 119 Caredon Parish vital commercial infrastructure should be 
considered (e.g., Galveston Sea Wall).

11

breakout session 119 Consider multiple elements in alternatives. 1

breakout session 119 Sand nourishment is key protection measure. 9

breakout session 119 Restore marshes is key protection measure. 3

breakout session 119 Use Coast 2050 elements where possible because already 
approved. Use as "blueprint."

5

breakout session 119 Consider additional bridges for evacuation. 4

breakout session 119 Consider interim alternatives of rip rap/breakwater 
between Houy Beach and Johnson Bayou.

8 15

breakout session 119 oil companies, private commercial and agricultural 
interest, large landowners - should be stakeholders

11

breakout session 119 Port, Lake Charles dredge material use. 8

breakout session 119 Reduce/control use of "board rugs" by oil companies 
because debris (float) hazard and potential to damage 
marsh

0

breakout session 119 Consider phasing/small pieces to implement. 15

breakout session 119 Consider economic/rec. effects of alternatives to coastal 
marsh.

11 20 3

breakout session 119 Again: use dredge spoil for marsh creation. (Used at 
Refuges already.)

3 12

breakout session 119 Use of private land adjacent to port land for dredging 
material/spoil deposition

8

breakout session 119 AIWW levee unacceptable to Cameron - Should follow 
Hwy. 82.

8

breakout session 119 Clarify "design storm." 0

breakout session 119 Town of Cameron - Prot. 8
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breakout session 119 South Cam. H.S.-Prot 8

breakout session 119 Use Coast 2050 Plan elements. 5

breakout session 119 Consider economic survival. SW LA - restoration. 11

breakout session 119 Concern: salt water intrusion for rice farmers etc. along 
IWW.

9

breakout session 123 Venetian Isles- would be in a bowl- levees would trap 
water

8

breakout session 123 Build levees as far south standoff distance as possible 8

breakout session 123 Use of ring levees for smaller communities 8 12

breakout session 123 Good transportation for evacuation of those outside the 
Cat 5

4

breakout session 123 Increase pumping capacity 0

breakout session 123 Consensus within fishing industry re: impacts 11 20

breakout session 123 Rigorous analysis geologic/geotechnical along alignments 
for foundation strength

12

breakout session 123 Repopulate fisheries damaged by fresh/salt water 
incursion

9 20

breakout session 123 Is the Corps the best agency to implement this project 6

breakout session 123 Advance Warning/communication 4 7

breakout session 123 Build levees to proper elevation- visit Holland 5

breakout session 123 Borrow sites for levees for each alignment- where are 
they? What are the impacts on those areas?

0

breakout session 123 Be conscious of impact of fresh water/salt water 
incursions

9

breakout session 123 What types of soil? 0

breakout session 123 Protection for West Bank- by implementing flood control 
structure across waterway at Herd Canal with increasing 
Herd Canal to levee 12!

8

breakout session 123 Tie in waterfront levees to Cat 5 project 8

breakout session 123 Coordination between David Pond diverting project and 
Cat 5 project

8

breakout session 123 Population along Highway 90 follow incorporation with 
vise Highway 90

11

breakout session 123 Educational program for multiple lines of 
defense/multiple lines of risk

7

breakout session 123 Commit appropriate dollars 14

breakout session 123 Reliability of protection systems 12

breakout session 123 Neighborhood - Lower 9th matters 8
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breakout session 123 Levees for St. Bernard and East N.O. first 8

breakout session 123 Consider short term fixes (do outlying areas last) 17 15

breakout session 123 (Lines of Defense) and build out 0

breakout session 123 Enormous vulnerability of West Bank 8

breakout session 123 Manage public's expectations; don't minimize risk 7

breakout session 123 Do not adversely impact coastal 9

breakout session 123 Increase emergency response capabilities 0

breakout session 123 Restoration plan with alignments 3 18

breakout session 123 Provide protection to populated areas with structures and 
Coastal protection

18 9

breakout session 123 Flood protection for Lower 9th 8

breakout session 123 Levee school- created by State and open to the public 7

breakout session 123 Segment protection- concentrate on east of Mississippi 8

breakout session 123 Protection of human lives through structure, but still have 
Coastal protection

18 9

breakout session 123 Rigolets & Chef/ close off with flood gates 8

breakout session 123 Strengthen building and utility infrastructure codes to 
account for flooding and wind damage

1

breakout session 123 Restoration of Barrier Islands - structural protection- 
reforestation

9

breakout session 123 Protect areas- existing coastal assets (forests) ID critical 
ones

9

breakout session 123 Urgency in dealing with Cat 5 13 17

breakout session 123 Coastal restoration 9 3

breakout session 123 Industrial canal 8

breakout session 123 Closure of Rigolets TS and Chef path 8

breakout session 123 Protect high population density areas first 0

breakout session 123 Which of the alignments takes the longest to build? 0

breakout session 123 Independent energy group to oversee Corps activities 10

breakout session 124 Limit development pressures on drainage and wetlands 3

breakout session 124 Instead of artificial solutions look at natural solutions 12

breakout session 124 Consider replication 0

breakout session 124 Need to factor in sea level rise and consider climate 
change

1 9
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breakout session 124 Review USACE wetland permits and impact of program 
on coast and environment

1 9

breakout session 124 Build back what was lost (coastal wetlands) and restore to 
pre-1970's condition

3 9

breakout session 124 Allow for sediment delivery 9

breakout session 124 Close mouths of:
- London
- 17th Street
- Orleans
- St. Charles Parish Line

8

breakout session 124 Needs to be balance between structural protection 
restoration and protection of natural environment.

18

breakout session 124 Close MRGO based on flooding protection, wetlands, 
environment, and safety.

2 3

breakout session 124 Ensure modeling includes climate change, subsidence.  
Review USGS models on impacts from oil and gas.

5 9

breakout session 124 Use of existing studies 5

breakout session 124 Need to maintain tidal exchange that is protected by 
levees- must be included in model- also mitigates 
environmental effects

3

breakout session 124 Maintain natural hydrology (e.g. tidal exchange and 
sediment delivery) fishery access.

9

breakout session 124 6 point plan:
- no use of steel sheet pile (aluminum)
- extend canals Belle Chase and Harvey
- Canals inadequate- left end canals to river
- alternate energy for pumping stations
- build canals in lower Placquemine.
- need to close MRGO in order to stop saltwater intrusion 
and economic implications.

8 1 2

breakout session 124 Take advantage of international engineers/experience 5

breakout session 124 Existing levees need to be heightened and improved 13

breakout session 124 No levees from sand- need to be armored. 12

breakout session 124 Outreach to displaced New Orleans residents? Especially 
out-of-state (Houston/Atlanta) and New Orleans shores.

7

breakout session 124 Opportunities for public comment and time frame 7

breakout session 124 Lake Catherine and Lake Warren 8

breakout session 124 Modeling needs to include subsidence (true soils, 
compaction)

9

breakout session 124 Close MRGO
-safety
-saltwater intrusion
-rising water
-floodgates- dangerous
-close off access to Gulf
-use of kelp to stop saltwater intrusion

2 9
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breakout session 124 Restore MRGO wetlands 2 3

breakout session 124 Need restoration project 3

breakout session 124 Maintain coastal integrity 9

breakout session 124 Levee align near Rigolets East of CSX mainline- protect 
critical transportation infrastructure.

8

breakout session 124 Pre-existing programs/docs need to be considered (Coast 
2050)- Balanced levee with coastal restoration

5 18

breakout session 125 Preserve neighborhoods and rebuild 19

breakout session 125 Need multi-prong approach 1

breakout session 125 Rebuild Chandelier Island (barrier islands) Biloxi, MS 9

breakout session 125 Marsh regeneration 3

breakout session 125 Move protection system to Lake Bourne 8

breakout session 125 CSX RR water piles up and spills over into basin when it 
fills up.  Highway 90 2nd levee absorb energy there and 
deflect it.

8

breakout session 125 Highway 90 widened and filled (only there because 
inhabitants protected)

0

breakout session 125 Strengthen marshlands 3

breakout session 125 Get input from experts (Dutch) 5

breakout session 125 Novel financing 14 12

breakout session 125 Build houses out of water 0

breakout session 125 Novel methods to fund coastal mitigation 9 14 12

breakout session 125 "Wetlands banks" used for coastal wetlands restoration.  
Mitigation conference in April.

3

breakout session 125 Look at land loss maps Baritana Basin- project to rebuild 
islands in area. Islands need to be raised higher to act as 
storm surge barrier.

3

breakout session 125 wetlands 3

breakout session 125 MRGO 2

breakout session 125 Tiered approach 1 15

breakout session 125 Preserving neighborhoods 19

breakout session 125 Public Information 7

breakout session 125 Short term plans (interim solution) 15

breakout session 125 Protection to City of New Orleans 8

breakout session 125 E. Orleans land bridge as part of Cat. 5 8
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breakout session 125 More cooperation with energy 0

breakout session 125 Concern over levees structure that didn't breach and 
strength of levees.

0

breakout session 125 Spillways act as a relief valve 8

breakout session 125 GIWW Levee- how will we know if this has been fixed? 8 6

breakout session 125 Transportation corridors need to be functional and I-10 
needs to be raised

4

breakout session 125 How is the levee on west side of Kenner being addressed? 8

breakout session 125 Lack of trust in USACE 6

breakout session 125 Structural damage to houses/homes 0

breakout session 125 Where is coastal restoration? 3

breakout session 125 Saving lives 0

breakout session 125 Toxicity of soil 0

breakout session 125 Connect pipeline on Airline Highway to deal with 
weather during hurricanes (need roads)

8

breakout session 125 Include Lower Plaquemines 8

breakout session 125 I-10 Corridor as it crosses the eastern levee near highway- 
Are they going to raise I-10?

4

breakout session 125 Include Gulf Coast Intercoastal Waterway 8

breakout session 125 Can't build levees high enough to prevent overtopping. 
Build free-flowing spillways in Lower Plaquemines 
Parish.

8 1

breakout session 125 River levee by Paris Road. Levee filled and failed. 8

breakout session 125 Advertise earlier and more often 7

breakout session 125 More meetings east of here 7

breakout session 125 Alignment 5 concerns because of Plaquemines Parish 8

breakout session 125 Look at Mr. Galliano studies 5

breakout session 125 Stop water before it gets into lake 0

breakout session 125 Series of flood protection system 1

breakout session 125 MRGO should be included as part of the project or what 
will be done with MRGO?

2

breakout session 126 Flow of water- north/south 0

breakout session 126 Use MRGO - restoration alternative 2 3

breakout session 126 Natural resources 0

breakout session 126 How we got here 0
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breakout session 126 Ecology 0

breakout session 126 Protect evacuation routes 4

breakout session 126 Community impacts 19

breakout session 126 Economic 14

breakout session 126 funding 14

breakout session 126 Independent review/outside sources 10

breakout session 126 Construction methods 12

breakout session 126 Comprehensive planning 1

breakout session 126 Evacuation routes 4

breakout session 126 Populations- small communities 19

breakout session 126 Need more information on alignment 7

breakout session 126 Build coast on cont. basis. 
- silt/dams/sediment

3 9

breakout session 126 Secondary pumping stations 0

breakout session 126 Levy all around Lake Pontchartrain 8

breakout session 126 Multilines of defense versus single line of defense (more 
effective)

1 18

breakout session 126 Reverse land loss- restore 1930's wetlands area 3

breakout session 126 Protect dry lands- residential - human environment 19

breakout session 126 12 ft. Lake Ponchartrain- dirt material for fill material 8

breakout session 126 Habitat- protect wetlands- dual- ecosystem- value 3 9

breakout session 126 Explore flood gate- increase flood protection 8

breakout session 126 Pumping stations up to a Cat 5 8 13

breakout session 126 Wetlands 3

breakout session 126 Work with nature 0

breakout session 126 Levee sustains up to a Cat 3 8

breakout session 126 Barriers closed during storm time 0

breakout session 126 Gate- hard structure 8

breakout session 126 Cef mentor- Rigolets 8

breakout session 126 Cultural aspects (consider impacts too) 19

breakout session 126 Shrimping/Oystering 11 20

breakout session 126 Push for funding- need to make sure we get the dollars 14
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breakout session 126 Close MRGO- revert back 2

breakout session 127 Compatibility with existing plans speciifically the 
Morganza-Gulf and Donaldsonville- Gulf projects that are 
underway and have local tax contributions already 
matched.  Improve these to a Cat 5. Use existing plans 
and coastal restoration studies and current EIS's to aid in 
fast-tracking the NEPA process for the CAT 5 project.

5 13

breakout session 127 Impacts to local economies, fisheries and estuaries 11 20 3

breakout session 127 Design canals and locks to CAT 5 13

breakout session 127 Coastal projects especially CAT 5 needs equal attention 
to the New Orleans Area. New Olreans protection starts 
with coastal restoration.

13 3

breakout session 127 Continued maintenance of levees after subsidence 14 9

breakout session 127 Concerns about use of communities as buffers 8

breakout session 127 Timely plans are essential 17

breakout session 127 Population, lives, displaces 0

breakout session 127 Envision the entire ecosystem: marshlands redeveloped as 
well as restoration of barrier islands to serve as buffers 
that will reduce storm surge impacts.  Rebuild natural 
ridges.

3 9

breakout session 127 Effects on existing waterways that are located inside the 
alternatives

0

breakout session 127 Protection for LA's unique acess corridor to the gulf and 
its natural resources; ie oil, gas, seafood, loop

11 20

breakout session 128 All alternatives should be under consideration 1 12

breakout session 128 Think outside the box; look at long term protections, 
short term/immediate protections, and interim protections.

12 15

breakout session 128 Sediments, freshwater can create new marshes offshore.  
These must be rebuild. Must find funding for long 
distance transport pipelines for wetland restoration.

9 3

breakout session 128 Low coastal Louisiana must not be written off; this is a 
very serious concern

11 9

breakout session 128 Consider indirect effects to lands not directly effected 1

breakout session 128 Drainage 0

breakout session 128 Restore marshes; levees alone cannot do it alone; find 
balance between structural and natural protection

3 18

breakout session 128 Enforce existing wetlands regulations; I.e. Section 404 
wetlands

8

breakout session 128 Fair allocation of federal funds; "We don't want to go 
through this again!  We pay taxes! We want to be 
protected!"

14

breakout session 128 Consider effects of saltwater intrusion 9
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breakout session 128 North-South flow of water 0

breakout session 128 Consider moratorium on future oil/gas exploration; these 
canals cause erosion

8

breakout session 128 Grand Isle and Fourchon 8

breakout session 128 Level 3 protection not sufficient, need CAT 5, too many 
people are leaving

13

breakout session 128 Don't let people move into areas that will flood 8

breakout session 128 Marsh restoration: Evaluate effectiveness of projects and 
the selected locations

3

breakout session 128 Build on the 1950's landscape, rebuild to that template; 
use natural systems as template

3

breakout session 128 Biggest bang for the buck 1

breakout session 128 Exposed pipeline infrastructure is very 
dangerous/hazardous to public saftey; must protect

0

breakout session 128 Impacts to the nation as a whole should be addressed 0

breakout session 128 Look to oil companies for $$$; they are killing the marsh; 
oil companies should restore what they've destroyed, not 
just government response

14

breakout session 128 Treat everyone fairly 0

breakout session 128 Morganza to the Gulf levee alternative w/ marsh 
restoration ongoing and barrier island maintenance

8 3

breakout session 128 Balance human concerns with natural concerns 18

breakout session 128 Homer navigation channel 8

breakout session 128 consider displaced residents; people are moving out, 
camps are setting up, communities are dying, the glue of 
the area

19

breakout session 128 Don't ignore/write-off southern, coastal areas 0

breakout session 128 Restore natural systems for protection 3 1

breakout session 128 Consider effects of alternatives on salt water intrustion 
and marsh/wetland loss

3

breakout session 128 Ensure fair allocation of protection/consideration 0

breakout session 128 Evaluate immediate protection vs. long-term protection 1 15

breakout session 128 Enforce existing wetland protection 3

breakout session 128 Marsh and Wetlands loss 3

breakout session 128 Freshwater Diversion projects to expand wetlands I.e. 
Davis Pond

3

breakout session 128 Introduce sediment into the system 9

breakout session 128 Consider CAT 5 to the coast 13
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breakout session 128 Sustainability for southern Terrebonne 8 16

breakout session 128 Oil/gas industry in Houma Navigation Canal 11

breakout session 128 Halt marshland deterioration rate 3

breakout session 128 Consider closing canal 2

breakout session 128 Utilize natrual ridges and marshlands 3

breakout session 128 Recreational vs. commercial resources 20 11

breakout session 128 Restore natural systems for protection 3

breakout session 128 Framework is still there to re-create wetlands, marshes, 
etc.

3

breakout session 128 GAIWW Alternative is unacceptable 8

breakout session 128 Curb land loss 0

breakout session 128 Evaluate work to restore barrier islands; what works best? 9 3

breakout session 128 Larose needs higher levees 8

breakout session 128 Restore and maintain barrier island protection system 3 9

breakout session 128 Consider use of Atchafalaya Basin 12

breakout session 129 Let parishes build cross levees (north-south levees that 
would compartmentalize areas)

8

breakout session 129 Look into constructing a 40' high x 1.5 mile wide barrier 
island across the entire coast of Louisiana

12

breakout session 129 Don't hold public meetings at the same time as parish and 
city council meetings

7

breakout session 129 Mandate that elected officials attend scoping meeting 7

breakout session 129 Use a comprehensive system that utilizes wetlands, 
islands, and levees; multiple levels of defense

1 18

breakout session 129 Sand, sea oats and picket fences do not work 8

breakout session 129 Proper levees will spur the economy 11

breakout session 129 Can the Lafourche and Terrebonne areas be fast tracked 
since Morganza-Gulf study is already completed?

17 8 16

breakout session 129 Restore barrier islands 9

breakout session 129 Utilize Morganza-Gulf 8

breakout session 129 Strengthen local levees 13

breakout session 129 Double and triple up all efforts to speed up the process 17

breakout session 129 Utilize a comprehensive protection system that combines 
the construction of levees with the restoration wetlands 
and barrier islands to provide a multi-tiered protections 
system

1 18
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breakout session 129 Contract the levees out in 10 mile sectons to have 
multiple sections built simultaneously to speed up the 
process

17 15

breakout session 129 Take back the land: restore wetlands and construct levees 
as far south as possible

3 9

breakout session 129 Waive wetland mitigation that would result from levee 
construction

0

breakout session 129 cut through regulations 17

breakout session 129 Folow all recommendations of Reggie Dupre's letter read 
at start of meeting

0

breakout session 129 GET IT DONE! 17

breakout session 129 Ensure all voices are heard 7

breakout session 129 Extend scoping period by one week to allow from proper 
commenting and petitioning by residents

7

breakout session 129 Expand upon Morganza-Gulf to make at CAT 5 13

breakout session 129 Construct a 40' high, 1.5 mile wide island outside the 
existing barrier island system with channels every 10 
miles or so to allow for boats to travel through (maps, 
drawings, and description of plan submitted at meeting)

12

breakout session 129 Lafource and Terrebone must be included in protection 
area; Morganza-Gulf is a good starting point and would 
have money

8 16

breakout session 129 Maintain website 7

breakout session 129 Use an alignment at least 40 miles south of the 
Intracoastal Water Way (IWW) (unanimously endorsed by 
the group)

8

breakout session 129 Do this as fast as possible; cut through regulations that 
cause bottlenecks, build sections simultaneously, waive 
restrictions on local governments, act as if this were and 
EMERGENCY

17

breakout session 129 Follow suggestions made in Reggie Dupre's letter at start 
of meeting. Specifically, finish Morganza to Gulf project 
immediately, then expand it to provide CAT 5 protection.

8 13

breakout session 129 Put human considerations over environmental 
considerations

0

breakout session 129 USACE should hold meetings further south to 
accommodate the people that get flooded by hurricanes

7
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breakout session 130 Three Tiered approach to protection: 1. Protect/restore 
barrier islands as first line of defense 2. Protect/restore 
wetlands as second line of 
defense                                                                                
                                                                                            
                                                                                            
                                                                                            
                                   
1. Protect/restore barrier islands as first line of defense
2. Protect restore wetlands as second line of defense
3. Construct levees as final line of defense

1 9 3

breakout session 130 General support of Alignment #1 8

breakout session 130 Strike Alignment #5 8

breakout session 130 Dedication of funds to Louisiana.  We must remind the 
nation that we are the backbone of the nation's seafood 
and oil industries.

14 11 20

breakout session 130 Too many studies and not enough actions. Studies are 
outdated by the time they are implemented.

5 17

breakout session 131 Police Jury (AGMAC) Barriers with trees- to break 
waves- inside levees

12 1 18

breakout session 131 Protect coastal restoration and navigation interestes 3 20

breakout session 131 River diversion (Atachafalya) dump into marshes .. 
Building

9

breakout session 131 Mangrove trees as barrier bamboo trees also 1 12

breakout session 131 Use spoils from AGMAC to build levee freshwater bayou 
to Pelican Island

8

breakout session 131 Agriculture is key resource that must be considered- need 
an embankment (hard protection)

11

breakout session 131 Complete AGMAC as requested (not as desgined) effect 
short and long term projects

8

breakout session 131 We need to protect and preserve what land (marshes) we 
have

3

breakout session 131 Vermillion Parish - highest seafood harvest agriculture 11

breakout session 131 short term alternatives 15

breakout session 131 reduce water temperature 12

breakout session 131 Stop surge as far out as possible (perimeter of Louisiana) 0

breakout session 131 Fisheries Resources 11 20

breakout session 131 Pipe Line- Oil and Gas 11

breakout session 131 long term Coastal Restoration 3

breakout session 131 Infrastructure

breakout session 131 Port Pelican- LNG Critical facility 8

Monday, April 17, 2006 Page 13 of 92



Comment Mode Commenter ID Comment 1 2 3Theme

breakout session 131 Marsh restoration- used as act. Replanting etc.  Saltwater 
intrusion, barriers, freshwater diversion

9 3

breakout session 131 Reef Restoration 3

breakout session 131 Atchafalaya surge

breakout session 131 Existing alignment reduces potential for backwater 
flooding

0

breakout session 131 Shell reefs were effective 0

breakout session 131 Agriculture- oil and gas, LNG existing and future 
development

11

breakout session 131 Comprehensive protection of community and 
developments

1

breakout session 131 Incorporate planned developments and develop multi-
purpose protection alternatives (eco, navigation, 
communication)

1

breakout session 131 AGMAC should have levee on south side.  It would 
benefit existing commercial operations and would be less 
expensive and quicker.

8 11

breakout session 131 Consider Recreation (hunting and fishing) Tourism 
affects, bayou tech, national wildlife refuge

19 20

breakout session 131 Coastal Restoration 3

breakout session 131 Armor levees AGMAC, trees, etc. 8

breakout session 131 Storm protection 0

breakout session 131 Break Energy of surge (levee and marsh restoration) 8 3

breakout session 131 In favor of AGMAC 8

breakout session 131 Protect offshore oil and gas labor in Vermillion Parish. 11

breakout session 131 River control- higher amount of water through atchafalaya 8 9

breakout session 131 Levees affect on Coastal wetlands 3 18

breakout session 131 Where did water come from?  What direction did water 
go?  Restore oyster reefs. Surge corriders enlarged.

3 8

breakout session 131 Lousisiana is sinking.  Work with mother nature, remove 
levees and restore bayous or land will continue to sink.  
Get sediment back in marshes.

3 9 8

breakout session 131 CAT 5= what level of storm surge? 0

breakout session 131 Reef Restoration 3

breakout session 131 Coastal Restoration, saltwater control, agricultrue 
protection

9 11

breakout session 131 Build houses higher; zoning laws considered as property 
protection

1

breakout session 132 Determine approapriate design critical for levees.  What 
height?  Use current accurate vertical data.

0
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breakout session 132 Can't rebuild 75 years worth of damage in 12 months.  
Take lessons from Bangaldesh in handling flood 
response.  Provide significant, safe shelter, and other 
flood mitigation measures to protect critical infrastructure.

5

breakout session 132 Other alignment options west of Morgan City to Texas 
coast should be considered.

8

breakout session 132 Focus on non-structural approach knowing that is the 
most difficult path.

breakout session 132 Protect fisheries and coastal estuaries. 20 3

breakout session 132 Based on historical success

breakout session 132 Plan results in ___ of natural hydrology. Forced complete 
man-made control of hydrology on both sides of Levee

8

breakout session 132 Consider historical, natural subsidence rate. 9

breakout session 132 Involve Louisiana Landowners Association early in the 
process- at the table.

8

breakout session 132 Keep coastal wetlands on equal footing with the levee 
system

18

breakout session 132 Are we gonna do it right this time and deal with it as a 
system?

breakout session 132 Restore functional relationships between the three eco 
systems; MS, Gulf and Coastal ecosystems.

3

breakout session 132 Learn from mistakes.  We need functioning eco system 
and estuarie. They are critical resources.  Don't do a knee-
jerk reaction.

3 5

breakout session 132 Eco systems- sustainability is a big issue.  Eco system is 
not sustaining us.  We need to restore sustainability with 
whatever is done.

3

breakout session 132 Levee will cross key infrastructure, consider interactions 
with criticl coastal infrastructure.

8

breakout session 132 Coastal marshes adjacent to levees act as"speed bumps"

breakout session 132 Be goal oriented- not schedule driven.  Take more time if 
it results in a better solution.

1

breakout session 132 Wider realm of stakholders into process, specifically 
landowners

8

breakout session 132 Absent sustaining ecosystems, our uses can not be 
sustaining.

0

breakout session 132 What are we going to protect?

breakout session 132 Will ther ebe other opportunities for public input?  Will it 
be on the web? Post comments on web.  Post prelim 
results on web.

7

breakout session 132 Develop regional sediment management plans 9

breakout session 132 Marsh wetlands buffers in front of levees 3
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breakout session 132 Wider stakeholder involvement including private land 
owners. No private landowners organization listed on 
slides.

8

breakout session 132 Some of marsh creation concepts appear aggressive

breakout session 132 Include Avery Island inside levee alignment 8

breakout session 132 Need structures in strategic places like Houma 
Navigational Canal to stop saltwater intrusion and storm 
surge.

8 9

breakout session 132 Concentrate on east end of state, west end is easier to fix 
and make sustainable.  Smaller investment in west will 
work better than invvestments in East.

8

breakout session 132 Cobble soln?? Together now with short-term, interim 
plans- can't wait

17 15

breakout session 132 Additonal points of input are needed later in the process. 7

breakout session 132 Utilize existing farm levee alignments in western part of 
state where farmers will spot problems quickly.

8 12

breakout session 132 What design criteria?

breakout session 204 Alternative along sand deposits at the end of bayous 9

breakout session 271 Utilities service/Facilities: Affordable choices other than 
energy.

12

breakout session 272 LEVEES - COASTAL RESTORATION - CLOSE 
MRGO. FRESH H20 DIVERSION AND SEDIMENT.

2 9

breakout session 273 Evacuation routes must be included. Pipelines. Fisheries. 4 20

breakout session 274 Place M.R.G.O. on your wetland restoration project - St. 
Bernard had wetlands before M.R.G.O.

2 3

comment card 5 It is very important to balance protection of people and 
build environment with preservation and restoration of 
natural environment- wetlands and coastal marshes.

3 9 18

comment card 25 Please close MRGO 2

comment card 25 Enjoyed the Format and thanks for asking for our input. 0

comment card 30 Hurricane protection. Coastal restoration. 3

comment card 30 Like the Dutch we should seek designs from Engineers in 
private sector to achieve best design.

5

comment card 30 The rigolets is Lake Pontchartrain's greatest enemy, but 
the easiest problem to solve.  A dam or other water 
control device will keep the lake from filling up with 
storm surge in the first place when a hurricane 
approaches due to its counterclockwise spin.

8

comment card 35 Newspapers- need more publications 7

comment card 35 Loss of life, loss of homes, loss of futures- toxic soil. Loss 
of trust.

6
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comment card 56 It was interesting that lower Plaquemines is not being 
included in the Cat 5 process. I am from Burns & realize 
that the levee system requried to prevent overtopping 
would have to be so large that the cost/benefit would be 
prohibitive.  I am proposing a system of multiple free 
flowing spillways traversing the land area between the 
river & the marshland. I have e-mailed my plans.  Thanks

8 1 12

comment card 62 Why are you even considering building levees around 
wetlands?  We need to protect the City and its 
neighborhood, or the metropolitan areas, not the 
uninhabited areas, unless someone was planning to 
develop them.

11 19

comment card 85 It is important to have more detailed pamphlets and 
explanations of what is being looked at and the 
considerations being made.  Secular language explaining 
the process and how the decisions are being made and 
what they are.  Much of the confusion comes from not 
understanding our EIS and why what plans are being 
looked at.  Maybe a flyer at a mini EIS or environmental 
course on it. Education! People get upset about what they 
don't understand.

7

comment card 92 I urge the adoption of levee rebuild design of -
Tulane University engineers S.2.S. Consultants, 
foundation & - Soil engineers.  It is a double walled 
system, inside wall 65' deep, outside wall 35' deep, 12' 
apart, filled in with sand.  Please call them at 504-561-
5724.  Also, do not put fixed gates at the mouths of the 
canals - we can't pump out rain.

8 12

comment card 99 The Corps of Engineers is repairing a portion of the New 
Orleans East Levee System extending from the 
Easternmost end of the Southern flank or the perimeter 
lake (this levee was washed out for a length of several 
miles and was probably the greatest contributor to 
flooding in N.O. East) in house- they are doing this work 
themselves. This is almost completely inaccessible to the 
public.  How can we know that this has been fixed?

6 8

comment card 99 The I-10 corridor as it passes over the Eastern perimeter 
Levee or New Orleans East- just before the Twin Spans is 
at elevation (about) 11.5 and is about 300' wide. This is a 
major hole in the levee system and has received zero 
mention in the press. Will the road be raised and the hole 
filled in?

8

comment card 112 Coastal wetlands restoration as buffer zone to slow surge 
levees to stop surge. Spill ways to relieve or redirect surge 
(diversion).

3 18

comment card 112 Proposed levee by or on HWY 90, Lake Catherine, need 
to go East to the other side of the railroad tracks by the 
intercoastal waterway.

8

comment card 133 Close MRGO 2

comment card 133 Save our Wetlands 3

comment card 133 We know you don't care! 6

comment card 134 Incorporate prior plans and studies which have relevance. 5
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comment card 134 Involve municipal planner. 1 8

comment card 134 Balance flood protection with coastal restoration. 18

comment card 135 Can there be any 'riff raff' process (trash cans & 
refrigerators??) that can help build up the coast?

12

comment card 135 MRGO must go with the CAT5 LACRR project 2

comment card 135 Consider all the international engineering input. 5

comment card 136 Is it possible to use the military eng. battling to assist in 
building up the levees.

12

comment card 138 Entergy has numerous wire crossing over various levees 
in South Louisiana.  We would like to be included very 
early on in the design process to eliminate any conflicts 
with our facilities.

7 1 8

comment card 161 I am the owner of a building material dealership in 
Houma. Judging from the amount of rebuilding that I see 
occuring in damage areas, people are staying in droves. 
They want to rebuild and hire in Dularge, Dalac, and 
Montegut. Please include them in the levee Cat 5 
protection!

8

comment card 177 Issues of concern are the following -
1.  Floods that are result of local rainfall or riverine 
flooding from the Mississippi & Atchafalya
2.  Borrow material - where will it come from?
3.  _______ of hydrologic & wetland protection
4. Impacts on navigation
5. Economic Impacts
6. Historical & ecological impacts

9 11 19

comment card 181 Oyster fisheries and others will be impacted, but water 
flow is return to natural and the effects are what would 
happen w/o leeves -> so there is no claim for damages - 
we live in a very dynamic river delta environment and 
changes will occur.

20 9

comment card 181 Roads & train tracks are acting as dams for freshwater - 
build spillways or pipes under to let water (fresh flow)
use gates to stop salt water

9 12

comment card 181 I-49 to N.O. -> 8 lanes raised
I-55 - I-10, I59 -> causeway 8 to 10 lanes raised for 
evacuations

8 4

comment card 181 Raised highways or spillways should be 6 to 10 lanes 
wide with gas station on elevated areas by rivers & canals 
for refueling for evacuations.  Autos are expensive -> 
need mounds or barges or raised highways to park

4 8 12

comment card 181 Destroyed marsh -> will lead to destroyed fisheries -> that 
is what will happen if you put up leeves.  freshwater is 
cutoff.  The marsh and seafood industry will die.

20 9

comment card 181 Port of NO - prepare to move over next 50 years to 
Atchafalya River
VERY IMPORTANT TO US COMMERCE - Grain - oil 
& gas

1 11 8

Monday, April 17, 2006 Page 18 of 92



Comment Mode Commenter ID Comment 1 2 3Theme

comment card 181 Oil and gas - waterways - permits
not as restrictive if water & silt flows silt will fill in
delta flooding will heal our man made scars

3 9

comment card 181 NO - build over pass at I-10 & IG10 - leave pump
All leeves need one way flood gates to allow water out 
when leeves are topped
pumps are needed too - all part of protection system
add raised highways to park cars

12 8

comment card 181 Need 8 to 10 lane highways from coastal areas to I-20 or 
more to evacuate increased populations -> Florida, SC, 
Georgia, Alabama, Mississippi, Louisiana, Texas,
Make I-10 - 10 lanes to move population east or west 
quickly

4 8

comment card 181 Prepare (50 yrs plan) to move MS River to Atchafalya -> 
start NOW with bridges, homes, pipelines, spillways - 
move PORTS and infrastructure

1 17 12

comment card 181 City Leeves - build higher & stronger in NO 
other areas - smaller leeves because water can spread out 
w/o MS River leeves.
Homes & businesses out of city leeve will get tax breaks 
to raise homes & business 14 to 15 ft - bottoms wash 
out - new designs

13 12

comment card 195 It is time to start building restoration. The planning has 
taken too long.

17

comment card 196 We're tired of planning, things need to start. Building 
restoration, barrier islands and levees.

17 18

comment card 197 We're tired of stop planning things, need to start building 
restoration.

17

comment card 198 Quit planning, get to work NOW on restoration and 
category 5 levee system.

17 18

comment card 199 We're tired of planning. We need restoration of barrier 
islands and wetlands and Category 5 levee system NOW.

17 13 18

comment card 200 Agree with alignment 1; 3-tier approach. 
No more studies.

0 17

comment card 201 The Morganza to the Gulf levee system and CAT FIVE 
LEVEE must include the southern Terrebonne Parish 
area.  -Chauvin, Montegut, Grand Caillon etc. must all be 
included in the levee boundaries. I am completely 
opposed to allignments one and five, which exclude these 
communities. Please ACT on this emergency - cut 
regulations - instead of just talking.

16 8 17

comment card 202 Support original Morganza project (Allignment #1). No 
consideration on aliign # 5. Locks should be in place 1st 
before levees. Barrier Islands should be next then levee 
construction. By-pass Congress - should be "emergency 
status"

8 15
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comment card 203 1. It appears that all draft alignments in Terrebonne 
Parish come too far North. What does this mean for South 
Terrabonne Parish? One cannot forfeit Southern 
Terrabonne Parish.
2. Cease "ALL" Oil and Gas Exploration in Terrabonne 
unless explorer can prove - "0" - environmental Impact on 
the environment.

16

comment card 204 For Terrebonne Parisg, category 5 protection along 
current Morganza to the Gulf alignment is ideal. This 
must be done, howver, in conjunction with aggressive 
barrier island restoration and maintenance, and 
restoration of back barrier marsh to further reduce fetch. 
Any agressive restoration plan should also include 
sediment delivery via pipeline in tandem w/ fresh water 
inputs for sustainability also needs to stabilize interior 
shorelines e.g. along GIWW.

16 3 9

comment card 205 We need levees to impact economic development. Start 
on levee!! Stop Studying!! Wave Migiation!!! On flood 
prone areas. We have taxed ourselves - 1/4 c. Authorize 
our projects. We need levees it will make marsh. Projects 
are self mitigating. The environmental impact is greater 
with no action. * Consider HUMAN IMPACT!! Look at 
cost of flooding vs. cost of levee!.
With loss of land and marsh there is great Human Impact. 
If you use Federal money or non Federal Levees and 
afford us the same IN St Bernard Placamines Terrebonne.
MORGANZA. We need levees to impact economic 
development.

3 17 14

comment card 206 Follow the morganza to the Gulf alignment to a cat. 5 - 
and golden meadow Levee to cat 5. Restore Barrier Island 
and Marsh Lands - include coastal communities.

13 3

comment card 207 I ALONG W/ MY STUDENT PEERS HAVE 
TRAVELED TO LOUISIANA TO VOLUNTEER IN 
THE RE-BUILDING. NATIONAL ATTENTION HAS 
BEGUN, BUT HAS STRUGGLED. "OUT OF SITE, 
OUT OF MIND" IDEA HAS ALREADY BEGUN. 
HAVING INTENSELY RESEARCHED THE TOPIC WE 
AGREE THAT TIME IS OF THE ESSENCE. SHORT 
TERM PROJECTS SHOULD HAVE STARTED 
ALREADY, AND LONG TERM NEEDS TO BE 
BEGUN.

17 15

comment card 208 Sustainability of Southern Terrebone Levee will be the 
line where the Gulf will stop, flood protection is 
paramount.

16

comment card 208 Lost of the culture of Bayou through migration of 
population North

19

comment card 208 Lost of Brackish and saltwater marsh subsidence. 9

comment card 208 Get our oil dollars to fund. 14

comment card 209 I support the Southern alignment of Donaldsonville to the 
Gulf. I support Morganza to the Gulf including the South 
LaFourche Levee system. Raise the South LaFourche 
Levee to Category 5. Strengthen our interior Levees, show 
some action.

8 13
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comment card 209 (Strike Alignment 5) - Barriers, wetlands, and levees and 
gates. We need the multiple lines of defense. We need 
barriers now! No more years of Planning! We need money 
committed to action!

17 14 1

comment card 211 All of the issues as so imoprtant but I fell "time" is 
running out like a hour glass - we need to physically see 
results of ALL these studies.

17

comment card 247 Include Sweet Lake Land & Oil company 20/50

Use bolders for breakwaters a few hundred yards offshore 
while waiting on other parts of project to be completed 
(such as exists between Hally Beach & Johnson Bayou & 
culverts along Mississippi coast.)

8 15 12

comment card 266 A comprehensive solution should be sought.  A very 
generic solution was presented.  Only one alternative was 
proposed for Cameron Parish which also has an effect on 
Calcasieu Parish.  Construction of Tier's to promote 
breaking waves & dispursing wave engery while 
protecting & buffering marshes is important.  Removal of 
man-made structures as well as enhancing natural land 
building techniques are needed.

1 9 12

comment card 275 The Houma Navigation Channel needs to be filled in - 
locks will not work.  The channel has expanded.  It has 
destroyed adjacent marsh and swamp.  It has brought 
saltwater into the Intracoastal Canal, polluted Terrebonne 
freshwater supplies and now threatens with salt water 
once-dry land areas to the north of Houma.

8 9

comment card 276 Please, include Chauvin & the Bayou communities in the 
Category 5 protection plan.

8

comment card 277 Please, include Chauvin & the Bayou communities in the 
Category 5 protection plan.

8

comment card 278 More leeves - more mistakes (same mistakes)
Revisit the Flood Control of 1927
Change Corps of Engineers approach
Man-made structures will not stop Cat 4 or Cat 5 -> Let 
mother nature build marsh barrier

5 3

comment card 278 Work with Mother Nature - not against with man-made 
structures
use river & silt to build (rebuild land)

9

comment card 278 Remove River levees, re-connect tributaries, marshes, 
Teche, Lafouche, Vermilion, Atchafalya, etc
Allow silt to flow - ring sities with levees - connect cities 
with spillway bridges

9 12

comment card 279 Please include the bayou communities inside the category 
5 levee protection!

8

comment card 280 Allow the Mississippi to switch to the natural course that 
it wants to take.  Allow seasonal flooding of all areas that 
used to flood before levees corraled the river.

3

comment card 280 Please consider doing something besides one big levee 
from Texas to Mississippi that will allow the loss of the 
coast to halt or slow.  We need more coastline NOT levees

3 12 9
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comment card 281 We need Category 5 levees alignment along the south 
Louisiana coast to protect all of us.  We also need 
hurricane protection, flood control, and coastal restoration

13 3

comment card 282 I would liketo see a protection levee 15' high from New 
Iberia to Inteacoasta City along the no bank of the GIWW 
Channel and then along the west bank of the Freshwater 
Channel.  This levee to be armored with concrete or rock.

8

comment card 283 1)  Please from from consideration alignment # 5
2)  I prefer alignment #1
3)  Take the most southern route on the Donaldsonville 
project

8

comment card 284 Please do not consider alignment #5.  Alignment #4 or #1 
seems to be the best for ours and surrounding areas.

8

comment card 285 I cannot stress enough the necessity of including ALL of 
Terrebonne Parish in the Category 5 protection levee 
alignment.  Our community is at risk -
are losing the very livelyhood that has helped our parish 
strive in the past -
our seafood industry, oil production, wetlands, recreation, 
and our citi - 
who are moving away from their lifelong homes and 
families because of the fear of flooding.  Businesses are 
turning away from Terrebonne Parish.  We need - 
deserve protection as tax paying citizens of the USA.  
Lower Terrebonne does - 
to become the next barrier is - 
for B -
Please -

16 20 11

comment card 286 I strongly feel that a structural alternative with large scale 
coastal restoration is whats necessary.  Additionally, key 
infrastructure such as Port Fourchon must be protected 
with both hard and soft structures at the coast.  Highway 
infrastructure between key coastal facilities and inland 
barriers must be elevated to bridge the unprotected 
distance.

18 8

comment card 287 Focus should be put on the Barrier Islands, Alignment #1 
of the Cat 5 project and wetlands restoration thru pipeline 
slurries & freshwater diversion project.

18 8 3

comment card 288 Very well done
need to explain why Sea ____ / ___ MRGO not included

7

comment card 289 Further, the Corps should fund this entire process of Cat 5 
levees while the opportunity does exist.  Should also 
restore imediately the barrier islands.

14 13 9

comment card 289 Good meeting.
The Corps should take charge of the opportunity in using 
the most southern alignment of the Morganza and 
Donaldsonville to the Gulf projects as a Emergency type 
situation.  Utilize then presend information.  Stop all the 
red tape in the process and go to construction before its to 
late.

8 6 17
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court reporter 0 I'd like to add a little about what these gentlemen has said 
about the 2050 Plan.  Until you get these marshes back in 
working order, you're not going to have the buffer to 
protect it, and you're not going to have the ecosystem for 
the fish.  You're not going to have the ecosystem it 
supports here.  I don't know if you've ever worked in 
those marshes, and a lot of people here had.  It's very 
emotional.  My wife is grocer, and everything that her 
family owned in Cameron is gone, but I would like to 
echo what Doug said and these gentlemen over here and 
Kevin, Roy, that the Coast 2050 needs to be looked at.

5

court reporter 0 From what I saw, though I didn't comment earlier, I've 
heard comments made on a lot of things.  The biggest 
thing that we've seen tonight is that the restoration and 
return to the normalcy of the marshes that we have, 
probably the biggest topic, was that 2050 Plan being a 
comprehensive plan, a lot of small projects that can be 
worked out to come up with a large comprehensive plan 
in the lookings of this, and money is no factor at this 
moment.  Marsh restoration as a protection major, one of 
the major issues that was brought by most people here in 
allowing the marshes to function to the best, the ability 
would continue to allow those protections naturally.

From some data that I've seen, and correct me if I'm 
wrong, it takes 2.7 miles of marshland to (inaudible) if 
that's the case, we don't have the distance to finish the job 
with just the marshes so we need something else so this is 
not the solution by itself.  It's a considerable effort, but we 
need something else because ten vertical feet of water will 
take us all the way from Lake Charles to the Gulf.  That's 
it, that's what the marshes will do.

3

court reporter 0 I think the problem began (inaudible) levee or lock 
system put in 50 something years ago, and it continues to 
get worse everyday.  The only fix for it is to allow the 
water flow like it used to flow.  Every place you put up 
that for the flow, you're going to create a new problem.  
To fix it, you're going to need to lower the top. 
(Inaudible)  But it will also allow all the settlement that's 
coming down the river to get to the coast.  Salt water is 
precipitated as is the mud and clay and stuff (inaudible) 
and the mud and stuff drops out of it (inaudible) it's a 
natural process that's being interrupted, and it will 
continue to cause problems until we stop that.  No barrier 
is never going to fix it.  The barrier is what caused it.  The 
barrier has to be adjusted or removed.  All that needs to 
be a flood planning.  The drainage problems that we have 
on this side of the levee -- all the problems on the other 
side of the levee (inaudible) because saltwater 
concentration of a (inaudible) has increased because 
there's no freshwater.  It's a simple problem.  It's a simple 
solution.  It's a natural thing.

3 9
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court reporter 0 The building that took most of notice was the Cameron 
Parish Courthouse stood, and it was made of concrete.  In 
the Tsunami, the only building I saw on TV standing was 
made of concrete, that's why I'm very confused about 
piers.  We had a camp at Holly Beach that we picked up 
off the ground, put on piers, and lost it.  That was our 
second income.  My husband is a teacher at high school  
We also have a camp at Big Lake, which we didn't expect 
to stand, and it did just find.  I think part of that of 
security were the trees that were around it to block the 
wind.  No technical proof, but that's my belief.  I didn't 
really expect it to stand at all; it was old.  Trees fell on it.

What we would like to see also help for the small business 
owners and as far as zero percent interest loans until we're 
healed.  We would like to see the protection at the school 
areas, and then the big levee system like in Amsterdam, 
between the school areas, stage by stage.
Insurance south of I-10, everyone will have a problem 
with that.  I disagree.  I think it's a major mistake.  That's 
like saying anything north of the Atlantic if it's going to 
have (inaudible), then you shouldn't build out there.  
We're going to stay.  We want to make it a good place to 
live again.
Last semester for GE and Dow, and that was to pull the 
gulf waters and come up with ideas to prevent a 
disastrous hurricane again.  They were already working 
on that to go forward with something.  My ideas were to 
take sea water, cool it, put it right back in the ocean, how 
can it affect some sea life.  Bill Delaney can help you 
with that or some marine biologists, anybody in marine 
divisions.  Go from there, and then aerate the water 
without contaminating sea life.  Contamination is a big 
thing.  We're all interested in keeping the crabbing and 
fishing alive.

0

court reporter 0 It was mentioned the full report was due out, I believe, 
November 07, and that there was going to be an interim 
report to Congress in June of 06. Is there any possibility 
for actions on any of the initial recommendations that the 
Corps would make in the June of 06, such that as items 
that are identified for fast tracking could be implemented 
in a phased manner?

17

court reporter 0 We're looking at the insurance costs.  We're looking the 
economic survival of south Louisiana.  If we get two more 
hurricanes in 2006, we're going to be in deep trouble.

11

court reporter 13 Is anyone doing any modeling or studies on the level of 
wind damage from a Category 5 storm? Would that level 
of wind damage make flood protection a moot point if all 
the buildings are wiped out from that level of force?

0

court reporter 15 Every group tonight brought up the subject of MRGO. 
The brochure tonight said what is currently not part of a 
Category 5, every group here tonight has asked that 
MRGO be put in part of a Category 5. So, can we have 
commitment from the Corps that our concern over the 
continued dredging and use as MRGO as a vehicle to 
bring surge into our system can be addressed because we 
have all, every group, put MRGO on their list.

2
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court reporter 24 My question is during the  process of flooding in New 
Orleans a lot of vital time was lost because the levees 
started self destructing. Is there a possibility of a safety 
valve type something so they can be plugged quickly and 
save the levee in itself? I don't know if that's varying 
strngths in the levee, but a portion maybe that would be, 
like a pop off valve on a water heater, that would save the 
levee as a whole and then would allow timely plugging of 
that point in the levee break.

12

court reporter 35 My question is really for the Corps to address when these 
Cat 5 levees will be completed and not to be sarcastic, but 
I think it took the Corps 46 years to do Cat 3, would it 
take that long to do the Cat 5 because we're all very 
concerned.

17

court reporter 57 I want to know who appointed the independent pier 
group, I mean who chose them? How were they chosen?

10

court reporter 64 I just have a really basic question. What have you all done 
to change your decision making process to improve? I 
mean you. You caused all this. Every canal everything 
that broke was manmade. Our whole coastal restoration 
problem stems from putting up the levees on the 
Mississippi river after the 1927 flood. That's why when 
you look at all maps they say, 1930 to 2000, land loss. 
That was a manmade project. The Corps, you destroyed 
our City. The London Avenue canal, manmade. Industrial 
canal, manmade. MRGO, manmade. 17th street, 
manmade. And it was all you all. How have you changed? 
Why should we believe you? How has your decision 
making process changed? 
Involving more people sounds like a more discussion and 
talk, a PR event. 
You need to do something. 
It's not brain surgery. Let the river do its thing. Take the 
levees down wherever you can and let's strat building it 
up with the soil again. Let's start reversing all the negative 
things you've done since 1927.

6 17

court reporter 70 It seems to me the elephant in the room is confidence in 
the Corps that you will do the job right. We need to 
depend upon you to do the job right and at this point what 
I need to feel that you are going to do the job right is 
independent review at the record of decision stage where 
an independent review by engineers, outside the Corps, 
will say whether or not this project is worthwhile.

6 10

court reporter 75 If everything went smoothly and the Congress was 
cooperative and the administration fell right in line, 
what's the earliest date that you think we could actually 
start some construction?

17

court reporter 78 Is there anyway you can build in a system to improve 
rapid detection when a levee's been compromised?

12

court reporter 95 I noticed in several of the alignments there was an 
alignment across the Barataria Nay, which is just 
coincidental with one of the alignments for the 
Donaldsonville to the Gulf. My question is whether the 
group that's working on the Donaldsonville to the Gulf 
has chosen that as the final alignment and you've 
incorporated that in your alignments for your Cat 5?

0
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court reporter 97 The first comment is, all of us are responsible for what 
happens to all of us. The Corps of Engineers does what 
people elected by us tell them to do. 
I know that what we are seeing the Corps of Engineers do 
now, in terms of public involvement in the decision 
making process, in terms of reach out locally, nationally, 
internationallyto find a way to solve this problem is 
unprecedented and I congratulate you for it. You are 
reinventing yourself in front of us and I hope that you do 
a good job at it and I hope that we all help you do a good 
job at it in these meetings.

0

court reporter 97 Given the context that in coastal protection and 
restoration the health of the marsh lands is essential to 
observing the surge and continuing the health of all the 
land along the coast, has there been any serious 
consideration given to the offer of the State of Illinois to 
move millions and millions and millions of tons of 
surplus top soil down here to lay on top of those marshes 
in order to restore their health in quick fashion?

9

court reporter 193 The majority of it's all based on Cat 5 but a slow-moving 
2 would pump more water because the water is the main 
thing, that's where the damage is coming from. So, we 
need I think we need more multiple lines of defense rather 
than one large line of defense. Because I mean like I said 
from a slow moving 2, you're going to get more water 
than a fast moving 5.

1
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court reporter 230 Thank you for allowing me and other people to be here.  
You talked about stake holders two or three times.  The 
ones you get people to help make decisions, to make 
better decisions, you had a slide up there about 22 
different agencies, all state, all federal, but I didn't see 
anything up there about the Sabine stake holders.  I think 
you can also call those taxpayers' property, couldn't you?
But no oil companies were up there.  They should 
probably have some input. It's not incumbent upon them 
to make money, no oil companies, how about the rice 
industry here, the poor old crawfishers, other individuals 
that are landowners down there, some more of the stake 
holders that maybe have a better decision on property 
they have that they might be inclined to furnish, to assist 
in the coastal erosion process.
A lot of those that are decision makers, might not 
appreciate through restrictive covenants that are placed 
upon the landowner, and this is not meant to hurt 
anyone's feelings, if it comes from someone like you 
gentlemen that are state or federal, okay.  They might not 
look at it as acceptably as they would when another 
person doesn't work for a state agency or a federal 
government or a parish government.  
Also, the landowners, you know, might address money or 
something, talk money, but they don't have no potential 
stake holders, and, you know, get their opinion, also.
 
It would real nice to see something like that, just a plan 
that -- I kind of put you on the spot about a little yellow 
line back there.  The people south of that levee, and we're 
here by choice, the Intracoastal Canal that you're 
following, that's freshwater.

I think that we should cool Calcasieu and Cameron 
parishes with this area of the State of Louisiana.  There 
used to be plenty when we were together.  I think they're 
separated, but you don't have a great number of 
populations in Cameron.  You do have 160,000 in 
Calcasieu.  Calcasieu's industry is dependent upon access 
to the gulf as well as freshwater, and we have all sorts of 

 hackberry, all of that is worth preserving.  I, personally, 
would love to see Cameron  thought of to be just as 
important as Galveston and the type of hurricane 
protection that is in place in Galveston, and put in place 
in Cameron. Hopefully, this could be done without losing 
some 20,000 people as Galveston did in the early 1900s, 
and I don't think we're going to be ready by June 1st for 
another hurricane because the gulf is warm.  The 
temperature of the gulf is what feeds these storms, and we 
did not have a cool winter.  We need to move up and be 
ready to get out of here again.

0 8 11
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court reporter 239 My name is Doug Miller.  I represent Sweetlake and Oil 
Company and the North American Land Company.  I 
think it's safe to say that we all in favor of a levee system 
or anything that would protect us from a Category 5 storm.

However, the plan that you have drawn on the map or 
endanger of, not only financially but also from land user 
groups and drainage issues and a variety of other things, 
what's hurting us right now and has hurt us in the past 
was the day to day loss to marshes, that's our most 
resolving to prevent any storms and surging further inland.
 
In addition to that, that's where a lot of people in this area 
make their livelihood, and there's a plan called Coast 
2050 that's developed by the state that in comprehensive 
marsh restoration plan that has gone through all these 
processes, the scoping, the impact studies, and 
everything, of which all the federal agencies have already 
agreed upon this.  The state agencies have ruled off on it 
as well as the private landowners.  This plan can have all 
the components that what you're going to do here.   
There's levee protection.  There's locks along the 
Intracoastal.  There's solidity control with the lock system 
at the mouth of each our anchor river systems.  
Everything that we're discussing tonight is in that Coast 
2050 plan in marsh restoration format, and I'd like to see 
on the record that this Coast 2050 plan be used as a 
blueprint towards a step just going up and throwing a 
bunch of lines on the map.  Let's pull this book out and 
see where -- a lot of this stuff is already done.  We've 
already discussed it.  We've already sent it through.  We 
went through numerous meetings for several years to get 
to this point so before we run out and just throw a bunch 
of blanket lines across a map, let's pull that Coast 2050 
plan out and see what fits into what's needing flood 
protection.

13 9 5
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court reporter 243 I'd like to comment on that gentleman next to her about 
that bridge that was supposed to be knocked out.  I've 
heard neighbors that go across that bridge with some 
heavy equipment, and then put it back just like it was 
before, and they don't let anybody else go across it.
My main comment is, a lady here survived the storm.  
She lost her mother, and I would like to comment on what 
cause the loss of the house.  We was on Oakgrove about 
less than a mile from that bridge he was talking about 
there, and what had happened they have a floating -- they 
had a lot debris from the -- what do you call the boards, 
and a lot of the boards the oil companies would leave 
there -- of course, a lot them, you got to pick up now, but 
anyway, it would pile against her daddy's fence, and it 
would pile up there until it just couldn't hold it anymore 
and then all of that weight and --  it would drag marsh 
debris, too, and apparently if it hit the house, it would 
have just flowed off.  I would think that tr might be -- and 
the same thing happened with this Rita storm.  We had 
two houses, one at -- two in Grand Chenier, and her 
daddy fixed another house, and he increased the height of 
that thing something like -- a total amount of about five 
and a half feet originally where the house was, and this 
storm here, it didn't do any good, and I'm thinking at how 
ever high you build this house or put it up if these boards 
after they roll through the marsh and picking up 
bullrushers and things by the roots, and they pile up along 
side the road and where they, you know, just make like a 
big hill right south of all that bridge, if you've been down 
there, I don't know if you've been down there that much.  
The road runs right south of the bridges, and it piles up 
there -- a big pile up, then the water comes up and it 
pushes it all at one time and those houses are not going to 
able to stand that, and I've heard of your fellows that he 
was thinking about putting trees, but I don't know how he 
would -- you would -- this is 17 and half foot of water --

There's debris from the oil company.  I'll make my 
suggestion a little bit more plain.  These two houses, 
they're owned in Grand Chenier, and the same thing 
happened to them, and what I was thinking without 
putting a due hardship on the oil companies, at the time 
of the oil -- starting in July or at the end of the June, if 
they could use some other kind of besides a floating 
object and mud matts that the drilling rigs used in the 
marsh.
 
The other thing is this marsh debris, is picked up by these 
big boards that they use in the marsh with these flanks, 
and then it breaks -- the water breaks them loose and they 
go right close to the surface of the mud, and they pick up 
roots and all, and that's -- I was thinking maybe some 
kind of way where if -- to make it a lot easier on the oil 
companies, it would be -- the way it -- the EPA now got -- 
I don't want to run them down road, but these oil 
companies got to put all of these -- all of this stuff, plants, 
and all that, just like it was before in the past, and I think 
that's kind of waste of work, and maybe they could kind 
of use that money to take it around.

And besides those marsh facts, get something to -- during 
the storm season, where they can hold that stuff down, 
and I think if it would be all for that marsh debris, I think 

0
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a lot of the hazard would stay there because there's a lot 
of them that, you know, it didn't mess it up.

court reporter 246 The levees are all fine and good but if you build a house, 
if you build the best house you can on a foundation of 
quick sand, it's still going to sink. So my question is, 
we're doing a lot of study on the levees, but what are we 
doing about the drainage system? Are we going to 
continue to pump water into the lake or are we going to 
use our untapped neighbor to the South, the Mississippi 
river?

1

court reporter 247 I've been here since 1951.  I went through Audrey.  I 
fished and hunted all along the coast.  One of the things I 
think you might want to consider, I noticed that these 
studies are not going to be finished for a year and half or 
more, and then you have to go through the process of 
bidding and so on and so forth.
 
In the meantime, I think it would be economically feasible 
to put in boulders or break waters along the coastline, 
which you should have between Cameron and Holly
Beach -- I mean, Holly Beach and Johnson Bayou.  Holly 
Beach has been completely wiped out, but Johnson Bayou 
didn't get quite as much damage, and I think that's quite a 
bit of reason for it.
The boulders where they are creates a beach of sand, and I 
think that if they were high enough and large enough, it 
would break the surge up to some degree before it hits 
inland.  The very beginning of those was a very simple 
thing like a bar line driven in the sand, that was the 
beginning of the break waters.  And right now, the bridge 
is out at Oakgrove so Highway 82 up the coast is got 
about a ten mile detour.  I think future bridges ought to be 
built for serious hurricanes.

8

court reporter 250 I'm John Walter, and some of the problems that we can 
address at the meeting well, and a levee system isn't the 
best world development is that if we want to rebuild 
marshes, we've got to do it with special water.  We can't 
do it with bracket waters or saline water, and when you 
start putting in these big levee systems, you're 
channelizing your water, and you can't get it back into the 
spot that need waters, but we need to have a way -- our 
plant communities are so diverse in freshwater, and we're 
looking at (inaudible).  I'm not talking about on higher 
land behind Creole or Cameron, because that is fresh 
enough.  I can't see the levee being north of Intracoastal 
Canal if you want to restore marshes.

0
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court reporter 253 I'm a homeowner.  (Inaudible) because they have the 
future of the coastline in 1999, and all you see is the 
water and the land, that's it, there's no beach, and when it 
pumped in all that, about $14,000,000 worth of sand, it 
was gorgeous.  It was a bright sand.  I don't have a house.  
My beach house is gone, but I do have my land, and I 
think what you talked about the Coast 2050 Plan, it 
worked because a lot of people have no land and because 
of that one project; it helped.  We looked around from 
here all the way to Florida, and you're just looking at a 
person and if you want to build on the water and you 
want to have peace and quite, when you go down there, 
it's gorgeous, and people don't realize how lucky they 
were to be -- we're five minutes away from something so 
pretty, and we're right here, and to see that it's not there 
no more, it's crushing. I'm still dumb enough to where I 
want to go back and I want see it after when I retire, but I 
can understand where people are coming back.  We need 
to get it as close as we can, and get as close as we can to 
the water so we can enjoy all the people in Louisiana. 
 
I saw on some of your models back there you have 
freshwater diversion from the Mississippi River, I guess, 
south of Baton Rouge, I guess, either through pumping 
stations or levee breaks.  (Inaudible) has further north of 
Gilbert and Folsom to keep the Mississippi in its current 
channel, I guess, my thought is diverting more of the 
sediments that the flow from the Mississippi back to the 
Atchafalaya where it naturally wants to go.  I know there's 
a few indications for New Orleans and Baton Rouge and 
all the refinery and so forth down there, but if you let 
Mother Nature go where she wants to go a little more and 
let her sediments go to Big Atachafalaya that would open 
(inaudible).

9 5

court reporter 257 There's been so much concern for levee breaches on 
London and 17th Street Canal and the various ones out in 
New Orleans East. My question concerns the levee 
overtopping. You have so many parts of Jefferson Parish, 
West Esplanade Canal, West Napoleon Canal, you have 
parts of Orleans Parish where the 17th street canal runs 
below the pumping station, that don't have any levee 
walls and the flooding was minimal. I'm just wondering 
why we can't address some of the overtopping issues 
where if the flooding is 3 to 6 feet, if you could get some 
walls up in spots that did overtop and not just breach, I 
was just wondering if this is being addressed.

8
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court reporter 257 My name is Kevin Savoy.  I'm with LSU Ag Center and 
Seaman Program, and I have a couple of comments.  
Whenever you look at a large project like this, it's going 
to be very costly to the taxpayers, and once again, you're 
not having possibly looking at cost benefit modeling, 
restoring coastal margins through Coast 2050 Plan, the 
way it's laid out versus this huge levee system.  What the 
effects would be of a hurricane strike, similar to the one 
we just we had, but all these projects put in place and our 
marshes being restored to some date back in the 1950s or 
'60s because we know these healthy marshes are a buffer 
against these large hurricanes and storm surges.

If they were implemented to some level,  where our 
marshes were very healthy, what that would costs versus 
what this huge levee system would cost, and I don't know 
if we can go back that far back because we got a lot of 
things we're dealing with.  We also have hydrology of the 
entire coastal system.  We've got sea level rise problems 
that maybe would be too far gone to even consider, but 
it's something worth looking at.

The other thing I represent is that we look at some 
additional beach nourishment, sandbagging the projects 
similar to the one that was done over in Holly Beach and 
Johnson Bayou area because that project itself was 
credited; it was saving that highway, and it is still there.  
At some point, it's not apparently as large as it was, but it 
did stay somewhat intact, and that was attributed to the 
planning, a very positive outcome.
 
Another thing you need to consider whenever you look at 
any of these large projects are the implications or impacts 
to our natural resources and fisheries.  As the Corps of 
Engineers knows there have been some multi-million 
dollar in diversion projects that went on the eastern part 
of Louisiana, and those are being held up now through 
litigation by commercial fishing groups, and that was not 
taken into any consideration whenever all those projects 
went in, and they ended up being -- it's  holding it all 
back so that's something that needs to be considered.
 
I guess a comment I had.  I don't know if we can protect 
ourselves on the coast of Louisiana from a Category 5 
hurricane.  You've got a line drawn back there, the green 
line, which I had to ask what it was, that is a 20 foot line, 
and in most places on that map, it's north of I-10, and I 
don't know what kind of storm surge a Category 5 
hurricane is going to push or how far, but we saw a minor 
Category 3 hurricane in what this one was called, Rita, 
and it pushed water to I-10 here in Lake Charles so I don't 
know if we can protect ourselves from a 5.

14 3 9

court reporter 258 We'll submit further comments later on, but I would like 
to echo what Kevin had mentioned, that's using the Coast 
2050 plan; it's a document that has continued -- various 
people, various agencies; it's basically a recipe for 
restoring the coastal regions of the state so we would like 
to recommend using that document as part of this.

5
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court reporter 259 My name is Tom Henney.  I'm with Cameron Telephone.  
I'm also one of the two Southwest Louisiana board 
members on the Louisiana Recovery Authority.  I'm 
astonished at looking at these maps.  I didn't understand 
the part that -- I think I heard you said that they're 
models, you know, only models that for levee system.  I'm 
talking about the three levee system models that you've 
got.  The reason I'm astonished is that the model didn't 
begin with trying to protect as much as Louisiana as it 
could.  That model, basically, abandons Cameron Parish, 
and the two reasons that -- I mean, you can probably 
come up with a lot more than two, but the two I see is if 
it's not -- you're abandoning the people there, but if that is 
not enough for government because it's always not 
numbers, and Cameron doesn't have a whole lot numbers, 
you have a lot of infrastructure there.
 
First, you have the strategic reserve which is gone.  The 
Corps of Engineer or whoever put that together appeared 
to be abandoning something that our nation believes is 
strategic to our defense against terrorists or whoever, and 
that's been abandoned right off the bat, and there's three 
plans that is going to come into Cameron Parish.  I don't 
know if those people realize, but a big lot of worth of 
investment is going to be abandoned with any of these 
models which are above Cameron, are going to be 
adopted as basically saying "We're getting everything 
below the levee that you got there," and in addition to the 
3RG, you have gas costs.
 
The other thing that you can look at is by having the 
models so far up north.  The only thing that would catch 
the rest of Louisiana North of -- let's say Calcasieu Parish, 
you think of the Chenier, which is Grand Chenier, 
Cameron, Johnson Bayou, and all, if you're giving that up 
because of the way you already designed the natural 
replacement of those soils are no longer there so we have 
to protect them and some of these projects are done to 
protect them, well, Chenier after awhile is going to go 
away.  It's gone to get rolled away.  Once it's gone, it's 
going to run through the marsh, and then Calcasieu Parish 
is going to become Cameron Parish, and it's going to 
become the coast for Louisiana, down in Southwest 
Louisiana.

0
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court reporter 265 I'm Carl Broussard, the Clerk of Court from Cameron 
Parish.  We were looking at those drawings on the back 
right hand side showing a levee along the Intracoastal 
Waterway, that cuts off about 75-percent of Cameron.  I 
think it's unacceptable for Cameron Parish.  I think that 
Highway -- if you're going to build a levee system, I think 
starting in Vermilion Parish and Fork at Island Bridge, 
that levee should follow Highway 82, that way it would 
hit every population center along the coast; it would 
encompass every community along the coasts instead of 
just the communities north of the Intracoastal, but we 
also -- that's one way of looking at it, but benefits through 
use of dredge material, like the man from the Port said, is 
very important in Cameron Parish.
Marsh creating, which using this dredge material is very 
voluble, and we have -- instead of just piling it up in piles 
and creating marsh, we have several federal refuges that 
have used it, and it looks like it was a success, and I think 
we need to continue to look at that as an alternative, a 
marsh creation alternative.

8 12 3

court reporter 268 We have very valuable dredge material that is needed to 
help restore the coast of Louisiana that will come out of 
the Calcasieu River Waterway.
 
The Port has encouraged local landowners like Mr. Wheat 
to come forth and offer their property up either on a short 
term or 25 years or so lease times to utilize their private 
property for wiser placement of dredge material that the 
Corps of Engineers presently allows with the federal 
standard requirement that dredge materials will be placed 
in upland disposal sites very close to channel, extensive 

 upland disposal sites.  We think we can kill two birds 
with one stone, fully dredge our ship channel and wisely 
use that dredge material to help out folks like Mr. Wheat 
whose grandfather walked on property that's now open 
water.
We have sent 800 letters out to local property owners over 
here asking for participation, and we've got a pretty good 
response.  We suggested in that in that workshop that sort 
of effort be taken across the state that ought to restore 
coastal Louisiana in that fashion because the Corps' initial 
reaction was, "We are going to have to take all this 
property to demonstrate the Wall of China."  We may not 
have to take all that property.  We may have other willing 
landowners to help us with I believe your alternatives, too.

3 12
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court reporter 332 Letter by State Senator (read out by a member of the 
public in the meeting in Thibodeaux):
"First off, I apologize in advance for not being able to 
attend the Corps' public hearing of March 14, 2006.  
Before getting into any suggestions or providing my 
district, Terrebonne and Lafourche Parishes, with 
category five hurricane protection, I am requesting the 
Corps conduct two additional public hearings in these 
parishes.  Tidal surges have more of a direct impact on 
coastal communities in southern parts of Terrebonne and 
Lafourche Parishes.  Thibodaux is 60 miles north of the 
gulf.  I suggest that you consider a hearing in the south 
Terrebonne area and secondly in the south Lafourche 
area. I promise you these two locations will provide more 
participation in interest from affected citizens.  I will offer 
to assist in getting public buildings in these areas, 
possibly free of charge.  

Now, I wish to make a few comments on hurricane 
protection.  The only federal hurricane protection project 
in my region of the state is in Larose, the Golden 
Meadow, Hurricane Protection Project in south 
Lafourche.  Terrebonne Parish does not have any federal 
levees.  The problem for us is that Congress has not 
passed a water bill in the last six years.  We have had a 
Corps chief's report submitted to Congress since 2001 
from Morganza to the Gulf Hurricane Protection Project.  
This $780 million project will provide Category 3 
protection for most of Terrebonne and a large portion of 
Lafourche Parish.  This levee project begins in the east on 
the western side of Larose to the Golden Meadow Project 
in Lafourche Parish.   

 As far as Category 5 protection, I strongly support the 
southern alignment that follows the approved Morganza 
to the Gulf alignment which protects most of the coastal 
communities and southern Terrebonne.  It would be a 
horrible tragedy to exclude these communities from 
hurricane protection.       

Another project currently in the Corps feasibility phase is 
called the Donaldsonville to the Gulf Hurricane 
Protection Project.  There are three alignments currently 
being considered in this study:  The first two are north of 
the Intracoastal Canal; and the third alignment is south of 
the Gulf Intracoastal Waterway between Bayou, 
Lafourche, Ethel Rose to the Mississippi River south of 
the Naval Air Station in Belle Chase.  I support the 
southern alignment because it protects over 20 percent of 
the state's population in Plaquemines, Orleans, Jefferson, 
St.  Charles, Lafourche, St. John and St. James Parishes.  
If the Corps were to build both the Westbank hurricane 
protection projects and the southern alignment of the 
Donaldsonville to the Gulf Project we would have a 
redundant system of protection for  the New Orleans 
metro area from the south. 

 I suggest to the Corps the following steps need to occur 
to provide Terrebonne and Lafourche and the west side of 
the Mississippi River the quickest hurricane protection:  
Number one, get the Morganza to the Gulf Hurricane 
Protection Project authorized and begin appropriations for 
funding by Congress.  Use the existing Morganza line for 
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Category 5 protection to protect as many coastal 
communities as possible; number two, improve the non- 
federal parish drainage levees in Terrebonne and 
Lafourche by the Secretary of the Army granting a waiver 
for Federal Corps' funds to be used on these levees.  

 Such waivers have already been granted in such areas as 
Plaquemines and St. Bernard Parishes.  These non-federal 
improved drainage levees will act as the second line of 
defense for coastal communities after the Morganza and 
Donaldsonville Projects are built;  number three, 
complete the feasibility phase in submitting chief's report 
for Donaldsonville to the Gulf  Project A.S.A.P.   I 
suggest the complete Donaldsonville
 project should be rolled into the current category five 
study being done by the Corp; number four, raise the 
existing levees in the Larose to Golden Meadow 
System.      Hurricane Rita's tidal surge caused flood 
waters to come within 18 inches of over topping parts of 
this system even though the hurricane made landfall over 
150 miles to the west.  If my comments or suggestions 
sound like we are frustrated in my region, we are.  
Approximately 10,000 homes flooded in my district due 
to Hurricane Rita and it appears the federal government 
does not care.  We desperately need your help now.  
Sincerely, Reggie Dupre, State Senate
District 20.”

court reporter 333 I think y'all need to fix the Barrier Islands before y'all 
build any kind of levee.  And to fix the Barrier Islands, 
well, y'all got all kind of barges --that barges can get  - 
where boats can give, take them and put them out the 
Island.  Once y'all got it out the Island, put sand on for 
more shore and fill it up.  And put the Island back like it 
was a hundred years ago before y'all build any levee, then 
y'all gonna have something to work with.  Besides that, 
y'all can build the levees y'all want.  

The lower parishes once they built up, them levees is the 
only protection you got. When the storm come and they 
ain't got no lower, no marsh land, and no lower parishes,
the levee's gonna take the beating.  Then you gonna have 
to come back and build another levee 50, 60 miles 
further.  That's all I got to say.

0

court reporter 334 I'm Scott Trey, and I'm an engineer in Creole.  I apologize 
for being late.  The comment as being from Grand 
Chenier and living in Creole, I would like to see your 
storm surge protection levee (inaudible) It's not going to 
help us out in Cameron Parish.  I would appreciate y'all 
would consider putting it south of 82 and the road 
channel; that's all I have.

8
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court reporter 335 I'm Stephanie, with the Cameron Parish School Board.  
Our superintendent was here early, and he had another 
engagement.  He is sending a formal statement and 
comments, and he'll send that by email.
In the meantime, I would just like to summarize what 
we're doing.  We are rebuilding a K-12 school where 
South Cameron High School previously stood and where 
our athletic complex remains.  We're going to have a 
temporary campus there in the fall, and we hope to have a 
more wind resistant building by fall of '09. 

We are very interested in containment of the entire 
coastline.  We are particularly interested if nothing else in 
containment of that particular school since it was our 
school, and the Town of Cameron where our government 
agencies are. South Cameron High School, and that's 
going to be K-12 school by the fall of '09, is what we 
project, but we are going to be there in a temporary 
setting this fall, and we would be interested in 
containment of that site and containment of Town of 
Cameron, particularly where all the governmental 
agencies are.  Perhaps ahead
of -- if the whole coastline project is a very extensive 
project, and it can start in smaller pieces that you get your 
hands around.

As far as schools, all three of our schools were destroyed, 
but we're going to back with one building, but we're 
going to locate our office in Cameron.  One was in 
Cameron, and two were in Creole, and, now, all three will 
be in Creole.

0
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court reporter 336 My name is Nicholas.  I am a Professor here in Louisiana, 
and I'm looking at this from a scientific perspective.  You 
will never find the perfect solution, and whatever you do, 
it has to be a number of things working together.  The 
levee is good. The marsh is good.  The stones are good so 
whatever you do, it has to be a combination of things, and 
if you look at all of these things, they're some extensive, 
and they're some not so extensive.  And, of course, the 
effectiveness drops so you're looking at two or three years 
down the road.  I want to know what's going to happen 
this August.  I want to know what can you do for this 
hurricane season.  I want to know if the stones help 
maybe to the 10-percent effectiveness versus the levee 
that may get a 70-percent effectiveness.  So we can't wait 
five years from now until all of the research is done until 
we heard from everybody in order to stop putting a levee 
in.  I think we need to look at this -- what can we do 
now?  What can we do in a year?  The other thing, you 
have to work with  feet, and anytime you work with feet 
from a legal issue, you need to start looking at legal issues 
now.  You have private owners.  You have -- and I'm not 
familiar, so I'm assuming the state owns some land.  I'm 
assuming that the Federal Government owns some land.  
You may have a perfect plan for a levee if it takes you 20 
years through the court system to get the proper 
requirements,  it's not going to be effected so you need to 
work with finding the issues and as doing the studies with 
the legal issues.

You're talking about modeling.  This is very important.  
There's a principle in modeling.  GIGO, garbage in, 
garbage out.  If you don't put the right input, you're not 
going to get the right options.  If you don't consider 
people south of the Intracoastal Canal, you're not going to 
get a solution with them in it.  So I guess this body of 
people here needs to know what is the input that some 
scientists out there are putting in the modeling in order to 
come up with yellow lights, and maybe we need to 
consider that input.  That input can come from 
considerations.
 
Last comment I'm going to make, I'm not familiar with it, 
but we're talking about trying to lessen the effect of the 
hurricane.  Is there anybody in the country looking at the 
hurricanes themselves, like can we do some research like 
in 10, 20 years from now and maybe lessen the strength 
of the hurricane.  If we can do that, maybe we can -- I 
don't know, steer the hurricane to certain areas that are 
not as populated.  A hurricane is a natural phenomena.  It 
has to happened in our life, but maybe we can have it our 
way.  I don't know, maybe in 20 or 50 years we can do 
that so I think there has to be some other ideas.

17 1 12
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other 213 The advantages of this idea are environmental, 
recreational, and security.
-The protection of life and property from flooding during 
hurricanes and high water.
- The protection of wetlands, prevention of erosion, 
protection of wildlife and sea life.
- Enhancement of the seafood industry with easier fishing 
and processing.
- Creation of deepwater seaport for importing and 
exporting.
- Creation of beaches for swimming and water sports.
- Creation of piers for fishing and crabbing.

9 20 11

other 213 We should design an island coming about a half mile 
from the coast line and extend the island out one and one-
half miles. The sides of the island should parallel the 
Atchafalaya River on the west side and Bayou Lafourche 
on the east side and from Bayou Lafourche on the west 
side to the Mississippi River on the east side and on the 
Mississippi River to the state line.

12

personal letter 15 Maintaining the MRGO as a deep draft navigation 
channel providing  a Weir across the MRGO at Paris Rd. 
will not provide the East Basin with the necessary 
wetland restoration inhanced with hydrolic barriers 
(proposed by LPBF and ST.B.CRP) critical to hurricane 
protection

2 3

personal letter 15 The resources that should be considered in the EIS have 
been provided to the US Army Corp of Engineers by the 
Lake Pontchartrain Basin Foundation that include: 
Maintain the Lake Borgne Landbridge, restore Bayou la 
Loutre Ridge (constriction of the MRGO), Restore the 
Chandeleur Barrier Islands using the Caernarvon 
reintroduction, construction a Violet Reintroduction, and 
a Maurepas reintroduction.  The Lake Ponchartrain Basin 
Foundation (LPBF) and the St. Bernard CRC 
(ST.B.CRC) have provided the US Army Corp Engineers 
with models that need to tested and put in place now.

3 8 9

personal letter 15 In providing input during the “scoping” process for the 
EIS Cat5 LACPR at UNO on March 9, 2006, I expressed 
my concern that the MRGO was not a focus in discussion 
of the Cat5 LACPR.
Many look at my address and zipcode and correctly 
identify that my residence did not flood.  What is not 
identified is my experience with the MRGO – My 
brothers and I were evacuated out of St. Bernard Parish, 
as children, after “Betsy” had flooded the lower ninth-
ward, Poland Ave., and St. Bernard Parish. 
The MRGO has been identified in both “Katrina” and 
“Betsy” as having funneled floodwaters.  The MRGO has 
also been responsible for salt-water intrusion and the 
destruction of the wetland forest east of Chalmette, my 
family and I have witness this on going destruction.

2 9
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personal letter 32 As you are probably already aware, our area is 
experiencing the greatest land loss within south Louisiana 
at a rate of 10-11 square miles a year. After hurricanes 
Katrina and Rita alone, Terrebonne Parish experienced a 
loss of 13 square miles of valuable buffer against storm 
surges. The basins are located between two river sources, 
the Atchafalaya and the Mississippi Rivers, making it 
difficult to get nutrient-rich sediment flow to our area to 
counter land loss. Additionally, our first line of defense, 
the barrier island, has long been neglected. These vital 
lines of protection must be an essential part of the state’s 
rebuilding plan, not only for restoration, but for 
protection as well. The rebuilding of the barrier islands 
must take into account the natural dynamic of the land, 
and if rebuilt from the transfer of offshore materials, 
consideration must be given to how salinity will affect 
this natural dynamic. For these land-loss reasons alone, 
our area should be made a priority for significant 
hurricane protection.

Although most of the attention is focused on rebuilding 
and repairing levees in the greater New Orleans area, one 
of the most critical gaps in the protection of our coastal 
communities occurs in Terrebonne Parish. Terrebonne 
Parish lacks ANY adequate hurricane protection, and for 
more than 10 years now, the Morganza to the Gulf 
Hurricane Protection Project has awaited the proper 
authorization and funding from the federal government. 
This project must be made a priority on the state and 
federal levels, and this exceptionally vulnerable area that 
is the home to a significant share of oil and gas service 
companies must be protected immediately. In 
conjunction, the South Lafourche Levee System must also 
receive the proper attention and resources in order to raise 
and armor its levees, which have been exposed to 
subsidence and exposure due to land loss, and additional 
funding given for the necessary water control structure(s) 
to make navigation and flood protection work 
simultaneously for the betterment of the community. This 
system, which also protects vital oil and gas infrastructure 
and development for not only the state, but the nation, 
must receive priority status as well.
Although Morganza currently lacks authorization, the non-
federal levees in Terrebonne Parish can be improved to 
provide an interim form of protection. By raising the non-
federal drainage levees significantly and constructing 
critical water control infrastructure on the most 
vulnerable areas of the parish, including a lock complex 
at the Houma Navigational Canal, these interim levees 
and complex can easily be utilized as a third ring of 
defense against hurricanes, with the aforementioned 
barrier islands and Morganza project providing the first 
and second lines of defense, respectively.

9 16
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personal letter 32 ROR believes several key factors must be considered 
during this investigation for CAT 5 protection and 
restoration for Louisiana. First and foremost, it is 
important to balance the natural environment with these 
protection structures. History has taught us that the battle 
against Mother Nature is not one we are going to win 
without taking her destructive power into consideration. 
Protection becomes moot if the proper steps are not taken 
to sustain and maintain our coastal communities. ROR 
also believes that a long term, large scale restoration 
project, specifically the Third Delta, is essential to the 
long term sustainability of our area, and these projects 
must be taken into consideration.

Considerable thought and effort needs to be placed into 
already conceived plans and studies for restoration and 
protection. Coast 205, as well as the Louisiana Coastal 
Area Study, is an invaluable tool for helping to prepare 
this study and others. Comprehensive planning, including 
future infrastructure projects such as improvements to the 
LA Highway 1, must also be taken into consideration 
during the planning process. Existing alignments for 
future protection, such as Morganza and Donaldsonville 
to the Gulf and existing protection such as that from 
Larose to Leeville must be taken into serious 
consideration. In regards to current restoration strategies, 
such as those proposed in the state reconnaissance-level 
study of the Third Delta Conveyance Channel conducted 
by CH2MHILL, ROR adamantly believes the suggested 
pipeline strategies should work synchronically with the 
Third Delta. The two scenarios should not be treated as 
“either/or.” Pipeline transfer, done properly on a smaller 
scale, with far less than the $10 billion price tag 
suggested by CH2MHILL, would greatly complement and 
expedite the evolution of the Third Delta Conveyance 
Channel. To expedite the CAT 5 study, it is imperative to 
utilize this important existing information.

18 5

personal letter 40 The U.S. Corps of Engineers has built too many canals 
which caused the water surges which destroyed New 
Orleans East, the Lower Ninth Ward and St. Bernard.  
The MR-GO must be filled in as soon as possible.  MR. 
GO MUST GO!!  People in St. Bernard, the Ninth Ward, 
and Holy Cross area have complained about this since 
1958 (5 years before the MR-GO was built), always to be 
ignored because they were the wrong race or class.  They 
weren’t wrong.

Unfortunately, William Jefferson has opposed the closing 
of MR-GO because Bollinger, albeit a large employer for 
the port, has opposed the closing of the underutilized 
facility they have there.  Mr. Jefferson has to weigh the 
closing of a large employer over the deaths of some 300 
people, all of them his own constituents.

2 6 11
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personal letter 40 Hurricane Katrina changed New Orleans more than 
almost any event in its history.  It is now time to decide 
whether we will make New Orleans a model of urban 
development and planner for the rest of the world, as it 
has been in the past, or simply gone.

1)  The most serious problem is the wetlands 
disappearance.  Without them, the coastline of Louisiana 
will be at the north shore of Lake Pontchartrain.  
Although people have said that they intend to build back 
their homes and businesses, the truth is more probably 
that this will be practically, if not completely, impossible 
to do in all the places.  We may have to accept the fact 
that the marshlands which formed the neighborhoods like 
Lakeview, New Orleans East, the Lower Ninth Ward, 
Broadmoor, and much of the developed part of St. 
Bernard Parish, will largely have to revert to their former 
habitat, otherwise they will have to deal with the prospect 
of being flooded again and again.  The more wetlands that 
are destroyed, the more vulnerable the New Orleans is to 
physical devastation and ultimate disappearance altogether

3
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personal letter 40 I have noticed for years that a big part of the Industrial 
Canal levee between Claiborne Avenue and Florida 
Avenue had been cut in half, I presume to start the 
widening process.  That is where the levee breached twice 
form the two hurricanes.  The 30-or-so-square block area 
around the blocks-long breach looks like Hiroshima the 
day after the A-bomb hit.  There are probably still bodies 
underneath the knee-high pile of splinters.

If I am not mistaken, I recently read that the Westbank 
golf course which sponsored the Zurich Classic was 
flooded during the storms.  During the classic, Vijay 
Singh, probably because he wasn’t winning, complained 
that the course wasn’t as good as English Turn.  The 
Times-Picayune ran a story about how the course had 
been a swamp but had all of these drainage pipes to make 
it a first-class golf course.  It was paid for with state 
money, I think under the auspices of John Alario, with 
various assurances that the state would pay to have the 
Zurich Classic here.  Thank you, Mike Foster.  The 
newspaper had run several stories about the 
environmental questionability of the project, but the 
Corps approved it anyway.  Now, the course has flooded 
because that’s what it’s supposed to do!  The course 
needs to be allowed to return to the marshland that it once 
was.  This example is typical of the short-sightedness of 
various government, not to mention private, land-use 
plans which have been wasteful, expensive, unnecessary, 
and downright dangerous and this short of thing has to 
stop.  There was also a cynical, stupid article in the Times-
Picayune by a writer who was some kind of apologist for 
the wasted money.  He said that it was naive and foolish 
for people in the public to even believe that the money 
would be better spent on public health or education, 
because we all knew better.  This is the sort of attitude 
that created the catastrophe caused by Katrina.  Now how 
much are we going to have to pay?

Likewise, David Vitter has proclaimed himself to be the 
giant among pygmies for his advanced thinking about 
wetland restoration.  Nevertheless, in addition to being 
unable to convince the President of the United States that 
we have a serious problem down here and something 
expensive is going to have to be done about it, he has also 
caved in or just been bought out by the lumber lobby, 
which wants to cut one of the last areas of cypress forest 
in Lake Maurepas down under the fallacious thinking that 
the trees will grow back.  If hurricane season happens 
once every six months (including one in May one year 
recently), anyone who is thinking clearly will realize that 
those trees will not grow enough in six months to absorb 
the strength of a tropical storm or hurricane.  Mr. Vitter 
needs to remove his support from cutting those and any 
other trees from wetland areas.

8 3 6
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personal letter 40 It is my understanding that the oil companies are required 
to fill in the canals and level out the spoil banks of the 
canals after they build them.  Although I am not certain 
about this, I have a funny feeling that the Louisiana 
Department of Environmental Quality has not been 
enforcing a lot of these environmental reparation cases, 
which has contributed greatly to the erosion and salt 
water intrusion.

To show you what funny people we Louisianians are, we 
will eat oysters, catfish, shrimp, crabs, gleefully watch 
crawfish broil to death and will eat any number of 
otherwise completely vile things, but everyone I speak to 
is either nauseous or horrified at the thought of eating 
nutria.  I would urge all of us to start learning recipes and 
“refine” our tastes just a little bit more.  Nutria are great 
mammals, but they are an imported pest that is literally 
eating the marshland up.  I generally try to eat more 
vegetables than meat, but I would consider it my patriotic 
duty to eat nutria steak.  Keep up the good work, Paul!

9 6

personal letter 40 2)  If the city’s physical area is severely restricted (like 
Manhattan, Seattle, or San Francisco), the best way to 
give everyone a decent life is to use the land we have 
better.

1

personal letter 40 One out of every five residential buildings in New 
Orleans is blighted and/or abandoned.  I have been very 
disappointed in Mayor Nagin’s approach to historic 
preservation.  He seems not to care at all.  Yet, quite a 
few of these dilapidated buildings survived this terrible 
storm that ripped up much newer, suburban buildings.  
The City needs more laws allowing it to take over such 
buildings, selling them cheaply to contractors, developers, 
and private individuals, and renovated.  Perhaps Habitat 
for Humanity, the Preservation Resource Center, 
ACORN, and other groups could assist with saving the 
structures and the architectural significance of these 
buildings.  By the way, there is a magnificent Italianate 
villa on the lake block of North Claiborne between 
Esplanade and Kerlerec (1423?) that is still standing after 
decades of horrid abuse.  If I had the money, I’d do it 
myself.  Also, 1625 St. Maurice Avenue deserves a look 
before it is demolished.  Could anyone check into saving 
these houses?

6 19 8
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personal letter 40 The vacant lots and parking areas of the Central Business 
District, New Marigny and other neighborhoods need to 
be filled in with either architecturally appropriate 
buildings or mid- and high-rise apartment buildings for 
mixed income people.  There is a lot of potential for 
developing parks, make the Woolsworth’s a grocery store 
and have Canal Street become the greatest avenue in the 
world again.  What about putting up French-quarter-style 
ironwork for the balconies of high-rise apartments.  Look 
to the innovations in Art Nouveau & Art Deco, 
particularly as it has been done in Havana, Cube, for 
example, for guidance.  We need a new modern 
architecture, but one that will show the originality of our 
style.  We should become a collonnaded city again.

The second, third, and fourth stories of the buildings on 
Canal Street are often empty.  Those would make 
wonderful apartments for mixed income people who will 
be able to walk to work.

19 8 5

personal letter 40 4)  Although the public transportation in New Orleans is 
not bad, it could be a lot better. I lived for 11 years in this 
city with no car and I never thought about it.  If it’s good 
enough for me, it’s good enough for everyone else!  This 
would be easier to do with the reduced amount of land for 
public transportation.  Make it cheaper or free.  It is also 
essential that the transit systems of Jefferson, Orleans, 
and St. Bernard Parishes be completely unified.  The 
present system of 3 separate public transit entities for 3 
parishes whose borders and development touch each other 
is absurd and just adds to more political infighting and 
duplication of effort.  One should be able to take the bus 
or rail from Chalmette to Kenner and transfer once or 
twice or not at all.

Also, better public transportation will put us years ahead 
of cities like Houston, Dallas, or Miami, which depend on 
an increasingly undependable and dangerous source of 
oil.  Americans will have to learn to live within their 
means.  And who better to teach them than the state and 
city that provide a huge part of the oil and gas that they 
use so immorally?  If we can teach Americans how to 
cook, we can teach them how to conserve gasoline.  Once 
of the geniuses of New Orleans is its ability to think about 
life in terms other than materialism (while being built on 
materialism!!).

1
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personal letter 40 5)  This idea may not be suited for an American city, but 
it is a possibility.  The city of Curitiba, Brazil, has been 
designated as the Greenest City in the World.  Why would 
a poverty-stricken, almost unheard of place in the Third 
World be so environmentally and socially correct?  From 
what I understand, about 20 years ago, a relatively 
unknown candidate was elected mayor of this city.  He 
saw that there was a choice between making the city 
livable for people or livable for cars and “modernity.”  He 
chose the former.  He organized a system where he took 
unused plots of land in the favelas housing some one 
million people, erecting a stall, and had workers exchange 
recyclable garbage for fresh fruit and vegetables.  Within 
a short period of time, the public health had improved 
because the residents had access to free and fresh food.  
Also, the streets were cleaner and the neighborhoods 
actually improved.  The residents developed a sense of 
civic pride in their homes and neighborhoods.  Brazil and 
Louisiana have a lot in common.  Why can’t we take the 
Parkway and Parks Commission use of vacant lots one 
step farther?  I remember the residents of the Lafitte 
Housing Project had a wonderful garden where they grew 
much of their own food.  Is there some way to obtain 
some kind of grant to run a pilot program of that sort in 
New Orleans?

6)  Children should be made to clean up their schools as 
much as possible.  Discipline should be stern and 
enforced.  As for how to improve the public education 
here, I’m at a loss.  Any ideas?  In Cuba, the best building 
in the neighborhood is the school.  If they can do this, 
why can’t we?

7)  Rebuild Charity Hospital.  The Art Deco building is 
beautiful, if structurally flawed.  In the meantime, maybe 
we could have more community health centers.  Charity 
Hospital has been one of the most important public health 
facilities in the United States and should be maintained.

1 5 8

personal letter 40 These are a few of my ideas.  I hope you will not think I 
am being condescending or elitist.  But this is our 
Moment of Truth.  We live in one of the greatest African, 
French, Caribbean, Spanish, Vietnamese, and most 
uniquely American cities in the world.  Americans have 
always been known for their optimism and hard work.  
New Orleans and Louisiana have not always shared a lot 
of that feeling, but the time has come to reach into 
ourselves and come up with a new, innovative solution to 
our serious, serious problems, which existed long before 
Hurricane Katrina.  We’ve had plenty of warning.  Now it 
is time for the action.

12
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personal letter 40 3)  The City needs to be a place that both blacks and 
whites can feel comfortable living in together.  I am 
white, but I wonder if many black people feel somewhat 
cheated by the whites again.  In New Orleans East, they 
had an opportunity to have a suburban, predominantly 
black neighborhood.  They may not have been exactly 
welcomed in Metairie, but The East become a rather close-
nit community that carried on the traditions of the 7th 
Ward, many of which may have come from Africa.  I 
personally do not care for the suburbs (don’t like to drive) 
but was glad that blacks could live in the city or the 
suburbs if they wanted to.  But, they were given the worst 
land for flooding to live in.  If they have to move back to 
the older parts of the city, then, those neighborhoods 
should be habitable, comfortable, and places that people 
want to call home.  I think all neighborhoods should be 
integrated, much as they always were.

New Orleans is the most mixed-race city in America.  She 
is also the Mother of American Culture.  We need to 
remind America again and again that we can both be 
naughty and nice.  We have contributed to American 
culture at least what New York or San Francisco have.  A 
great deal of New Orleans contribution has been black.  I 
should remind white readers of this diatribe to remember 
that the crisis we are facing is too great for us to be 
wasting time worrying about someone’s race.

1 8 19
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personal letter 61 Cat5 LACPR
Comments of James W. Bean
March 13, 2006

To Whom It May Concern

I attended the public input session at UNO last week and 
was impressed with the progress to date as well as the 
process for obtaining comments.  As a follow up to that 
session, I respectfully submit the following comments 
based upon my many years of experience in moving wet 
soils in this region as well as my personal interest in 
seeing that the region has adequate protection from future 
storm events in a timely manner.

Sequencing—The current efforts to rebuild the existing 
levee system protecting Orleans, St. Bernard and 
Jefferson will provide reasonable protection along the 
south shore of Lake Pontchartrain once the canal closures 
are in place.  There still remains the exposure from the 
east threatening St. Bernard and the eastern portions of 
Orleans.  I believe that focusing first on the barrier east of 
the Mississippi River would provide the greatest good.  
This first phase would connect the Mississippi River 
levee in St. Bernard with the South Lakeshore levee near 
the southern end of the Highway 11 Bridge.  This would 
provide protection for most of St. Bernard as well as 
Orleans.  

Ease of construction—The barrier protecting St. Bernard 
as depicted on the various proposed routes consists of 
enlarging existing levees as well as construction of a new 
segment along the edge of Lake Borgne.  These levees 
will have to be significantly higher than those currently 
existing.  To achieve these heights at reasonable costs a 
sand core levee will be required.  Fortunately, there are 
adequate quantities of sand available in the Mississippi 
River that can be transported economically to the site by 
pumping.  Clay for covering the sand core is available 
within economical distances.  

Closing off Lake Pontchartrain – The current alignments 
for the barrier from the Michoud area to Slidell generally 
follows Highway 90.  I would suggest that the barrier be 
built between the Intracoastal Waterway and the railroad 
until it reaches the Rigolets.  This alignment avoids the 
more congested route along Highway 90 as well as 
protecting the railroad.  It also allows space for an earthen 
levee with a sand core and clay cover.  The materials for 
this construction are readily available in the Pearl River 
delta.  The construction would not interfere with existing 
road traffic.  

Another benefit of this route is that there is adequate 
space for the construction of the control structure for the 
Rigolets.  Additionally, there appears to be a sand base 
near the intersection of the IWW and the Rigolets that 
would provide a good foundation for the control structure. 

Westbank of Plaquemines and Jefferson—The current 
alignments being proposed exclude the communities 
along Bayou Barataria.  Perhaps this area could be 
included by building the barrier between a point just 
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south of the Refinery at Myrtle Grove to a point just 
below Lafitte, La.  The barrier would then be constructed 
on the west side of Bayou Barataria up to the IWW.   The 
Barataria waterway would be relocated to the west of the 
barrier, thereby taking larger vessel traffic out of the 
existing communities.  This alignment should not be 
significantly more costly and can be designed to allow 
normal tidal flow just as the levee along the edge of Lake 
Borgne.  

I appreciate the opportunity to provide these comments 
and would be happy to discuss them further at you 
convenience.

personal letter 61 Sequencing—The current efforts to rebuild the existing 
levee system protecting Orleans, St. Bernard and 
Jefferson will provide reasonable protection along the 
south shore of Lake Pontchartrain once the canal closures 
are in place.  There still remains the exposure from the 
east threatening St. Bernard and the eastern portions of 
Orleans.  I believe that focusing first on the barrier east of 
the Mississippi River would provide the greatest good.  
This first phase would connect the Mississippi River 
levee in St. Bernard with the South Lakeshore levee near 
the southern end of the Highway 11 Bridge.  This would 
provide protection for most of St. Bernard as well as 
Orleans.

15

personal letter 61 Westbank of Plaquemines and Jefferson—The current 
alignments being proposed exclude the communities 
along Bayou Barataria.  Perhaps this area could be 
included by building the barrier between a point just 
south of the Refinery at Myrtle Grove to a point just 
below Lafitte, La.  The barrier would then be constructed 
on the west side of Bayou Barataria up to the IWW.   The 
Barataria waterway would be relocated to the west of the 
barrier, thereby taking larger vessel traffic out of the 
existing communities.  This alignment should not be 
significantly more costly and can be designed to allow 
normal tidal flow just as the levee along the edge of Lake 
Borgne.

12 8

personal letter 61 Closing off Lake Pontchartrain – The current alignments 
for the barrier from the Michoud area to Slidell generally 
follows Highway 90.  I would suggest that the barrier be 
built between the Intracoastal Waterway and the railroad 
until it reaches the Rigolets.  This alignment avoids the 
more congested route along Highway 90 as well as 
protecting the railroad.  It also allows space for an earthen 
levee with a sand core and clay cover.  The materials for 
this construction are readily available in the Pearl River 
delta.  The construction would not interfere with existing 
road traffic.  

Another benefit of this route is that there is adequate 
space for the construction of the control structure for the 
Rigolets.  Additionally, there appears to be a sand base 
near the intersection of the IWW and the Rigolets that 
would provide a good foundation for the control structure.

12 8
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personal letter 61 Ease of construction—The barrier protecting St. Bernard 
as depicted on the various proposed routes consists of 
enlarging existing levees as well as construction of a new 
segment along the edge of Lake Borgne.  These levees 
will have to be significantly higher than those currently 
existing.  To achieve these heights at reasonable costs a 
sand core levee will be required.  Fortunately, there are 
adequate quantities of sand available in the Mississippi 
River that can be transported economically to the site by 
pumping.  Clay for covering the sand core is available 
within economical distances.

12 8

personal letter 96 This document summarizes the Lake Pontchartrain Basin 
Foundation's comments regarding the coastal restoration 
component of the LACPR project.

The Pontchartrain Coastal Lines of Defense Program 
represents a highly vetted and integrated set of projects 
which is based on the Comprehensive Habitat 
Management Plan for the Pontchartrain Basin (CHMP).  
The CHMP was developed over two years ago by a team 
of highly qualified engineers, biologists and physical 
scientists including representation from the US Army 
Corps of Engineers, US Fish and Wildlife Service, 
University of New Orleans, Southeastern University, LA 
Department of Nature Resources, Pontchartrain Institute 
for Environmental Services and LSU AgCenter.  The plan 
was peer-reviewed by representatives from National 
Marine Fisheries Service, Natural Resource Conservation 
Service, LSU, US Geological Survey, LA Geological 
Survey, The Nature Conservancy, and EPA Gulf of 
Mexico Program Office and the Coalition to Restore 
Coastal Louisiana.  The final CHMP was formally 
approved and accepted by the EPA Region VI office.

Since its release, the Pontchartrain Coastal Lines of 
Defense Program has been presented to numerous parish, 
state and federal officials.  To our knowledge, no one has 
challenged the analyses, conclusions or recommendations 
of this program.  Recently both the Coalition to Restore 
Coastal Louisiana and the Louisiana Wildlife Federation 
have approved resolutions endorsing both the 
Comprehensive Habitat Management Plan and the 
Pontchartrain Coastal Lines of Defense Program.  These 
proposals are the best and most integrated restoration plan 
that is available for the Pontchartrain Basin.  More 
complete documentation may be found at our website 
SaveOurLake.org (under Coastal Sustainability Program).

The Pontchartrain Coastal Lines of Defense Program 
includes ten coastal project areas which provide 
significant habitat restoration and flood protection.  We 
strongly endorse and request that all ten projects be 
included into the LACPR plans, be funded and begin 
construction with the greatest urgency.

Thank you for your consideration.

5 8 17
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personal letter 97 Please consider this letter as our formal request that the 
LA CPR align the Category 5 barrier along the south side 
of the CSX RR tracks.  We suggest that water controlled 
structures be designed so that they do not restrict the 
normal tidal flows of the Chef Menteur and Rigolets 
channels and placed as indicated on the attached map.  
The Rigolets placement is designed to avoid trapping the 
Pearl River and to flow the surge into the Pearl estuary 
until it reaches higher land.  By locating the alignment on 
the south side of the CSX tracks and tying it in with the 
Orleans levee at Bayou Thomas, the Venetian Isles-Elan 
Vitale residents can protected without adverse 
consequences for them.

8

personal letter 97 2.  Historic Ft. Pike would be left outside of the wall..

3.  The opportunity for substantial property tax revenues 
by the City of New Orleans will be  lost.   Pre-Katrina, 
property values were growing rapidly over the past five 
years, especially in the area between the passes, in spite 
of being located outside of the Orleans Parish levee 
system.

4.  Unnecessary expense to American taxpayers to 
compensate at least 500 property owners with 18 lineal 
miles of water front properties on the Orleans Land 
Bridge and others in Venetian Isles along Hwy 90.

5.  Encumbrance of  recreational access to Lake Catherine 
and Lake Pontchartrain.

6.  Endangerment of the CSX RR tracks, a vital 
transportation infrastructure component.  The tracks 
would lie outside of the wall and become subject to 
deeper and longer-lasting submersion during surge events, 
including less than Cat. 5 hurricanes.

19 11 20

personal letter 97 Maps we have seen of the initial layout of the Category 5 
Hurricane protection plan for the New Orleans area places 
the barrier along the ROW of Hwy 90 between the New 
Orleans levee eastern flood wall and Chef Menteur Pass 
and then along Hwy 90 between Chef Menteur Pass and 
the Rigolets.  We sincerely believe that locating a 30-40 ft 
high wall along that corridor will result in unnecessary 
adverse and negative impacts to the environment, 
including the following items:

1.  The Venetian Isles subdivision, home to 
approximately 1200 people on the north side of the 
highway and Elan Vital development on the south side 
will be substantively disrupted.  There will be a nearly 
total disruption of a one hundred year old community of 
900 - 1,000 homes and business lying between the two 
passes. Know as the Lake Catherine community, most of 
those homes and businesses, including commercial fishers 
and processors, boat repair yards, restaurants and bars 
intend to rebuild.

8 9 11
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personal letter 109 If our wetlands are so valuable to our nation we should 
protect them so that they can function as secondary 
protectors for us.

America should encourage the placement of liquid natural 
gas terminals in the gulf rather than in the Atlantic and 
Pacific. We need to do all that we can to cool the heated 
waters of the gulf.
For eons the coast of Louisiana was allowed to build up 
behind barrier islands and reefs. A low tide shell reef 
extended from Point Au fer to beyond Marsh Island. That 
should be our model for defending against the storm 
surge. The original reef was quarter mile wide  and was 
submerged at high tide. Our storm barrier should extend 
from Sabine to the Pearl. It should be 41 feet above mean 
sea level.

3 9 12

personal letter 160 1.  Any type of levee or coastal restoration planning must 
include consideration of faults, both for levee alignment 
and for levee construction.  Areas on downthrown blocks 
sinking faster than either slurry pipelines or diversions 
can build up should be south of any new levees.  Design 
of levees must include shear loads from faults.  The 
primary axis (strike plane) of the faults is east-west; the 
levees along the Mississippi run about 45 degrees to those 
faults, subjecting them to sheer loads, not compression, if 
the faults move suddenly.  New hurricane levee 
alignments that cross fault lines at right angles are 
especially vulnerable to shear loads.  Note that this is not 
a just a "subsidence" issue, nor is faulting only an 
"engineering" problem.  The southern third of La. is 
sliding into the Gulf along a family of fault lines running 
from the other side of Houston to past Slidell.  Ensuring 
that the local soil can support the weight of a levee is 
necessary but it is not enough.  The floor of an elevator 
will support your weight even when the "down" button 
has been depressed.  The fact that you aren't falling 
through the floor won't help to keep you dry if the first 
two floors are flooded and you are passing the third floor 
with the "one" button selected on the "desired floor" panel.

1 8 9

personal letter 160 4.  I see no hope for hurricane protection for St. Tammany 
Parish, be it a III or a V, without (a) gates in the Chef and 
Rigolets, (b) raising and armoring the Orleans-St. 
Tammany land bridge, and (c) extending the levee up the 
west Pearl River far enough north to prevent a surge from 
doing an "end around" up the Pearl River and then arcing 
left/west back down into Slidell from the north.  Given 
the contentious fights over the West Pearl levee in St. 
Tammany, 1979-1996, it will not be possible to satisfy 
the locals with any given levee alignment.  Run the levee 
as far east as you can, as straight as you can (unless the 
models show some other alignment better reduces surge 
action), and let the chips fall where they may.
Thx

8
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personal letter 160 2.  Everything thing of any size or expense in La. should 
be tied into a CORS-like GPS system.  Numerous 
benchmarks are sinking all over south La.  There is no 
point in planning a levee "17 feet high" unless you can tie 
that "17 feet" elevation to reliable benchmark.  Whether 
or not the crest of the levee is getting closer to the toe of 
the levee is one kind of question.  That's typically what 
engineers mean by "subsidence."  But, whether or not the 
toe of the levee is getting closer to the center of the Earth 
is a rather different kind of question.  That's what 
geologists mean by subsidence.  Faulting is a geological 
hazard and the design of the levee must take it into 
account just as with other geological hazards, such as 
earthquakes.  (And La. is neither immune to nor exempt 
from earthquakes.)  I'm not talking about "rock 
squeezing" here.  This is "moving rock" territory, and it is 
moving down at least as much as it is compressing - if not 
more so.  Additionally, the zone of deformation 
associated with a fault scarp is much larger than just the 
scarp itself, particularly on the downthrown side.  The 
upthrown side can rebound after a movement, which can 
be as bad for a levee above (north, here) the fault as 
below it (south, here).  See this report, prepared for the 
New Orleans District, 
http://www.coastalenv.com/Publications/ActiveGeological
FaultsandLandChangeinSELA.pdf, for details of the 
geological forces both shaping our coastal losses and 
complicating the survival of levees crossing faults.

12 9 5

personal letter 172 My readings these last few months lead me to believe that 
long-term reversal of the on-going damage to Southern 
Louisiana coastal regions and population centers is likely 
to be extremely difficult, and cannot be assured of 
success.  All of the authors and experts that I have seen in 
print seem to agree, however, that whatever hope we may 
have will be strengthened by efforts to acccomodate the 
Mississippi River's natural tendency to divert itself from 
an established channel once that channel no longer 
provides an efficient route to the sea.  While I recognize 
the political and social difficulties that make profound 
diversion unlikely, I would hope that your final report will 
give full weight to the opinions of the many, many 
scientists and engineers who encourage a diversion of the 
Mississippi _above_ New Orleans for the express purpose 
of wetlands restoration in the Southern Louisiana 
ecosystem. As I am sure you are aware, the arguments for 
such actions go much further than the well-documented 
mitigating effect wetlands have on storm surge.

1 9 3

personal letter 172 Thank you in advance for your work on this vital project.  
Southern Louisiana is an irreplaceable natural, cultural, 
and historic resource.  It deserves whatever we can do to 
protect and enhance its long-tern health.

19

personal letter 172 I encourage you in the strongest terms possible to use 
whatever persuasive means are at your disposal to fully 
fund planning and active engineering work to divert a 
significant portion of the Mississippi River through the 
Achafalaya Basin, Bayou Lafouche, or other natural 
channels into the coastal wetlands, as expert advice 
deems appropriate.

14 1 9
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personal letter 172 The long-term health of the entire Gulf seafood industry 
_requires_ an energetic program to restore wetlands.  
Obviously, such a program is years overdue.  Where once 
we could argue about the positive effects of wetlands 
generally and the negative effects of channels cut through 
the wetlands, such arguments are now closed conclusively 
by demonstraded effects.

20 3

personal letter 185 On behalf of the Houma-Terrebonne Chamber of 
Commerce, I offer the following comments. Terrebonne 
Parish has no hurricane levees and has been waiting for 
the passage of the WRDA bill for six years to authorize 
the Morganza to the Gulf Levee system. We have had a 
Corps Chief’s Report submitted to Congress since 2001 
and our citizens have taxed themselves to provide for the 
non-federal cost share of the project.  This $780 million 
project will provide category 3 protection to most of 
Terrebonne and a large portion of Lafourche Parish.  As 
far as Category 5 protection, the Chamber strongly 
supports the southern alignment that follows the approved 
Morganza to the Gulf alignment which protects most of 
the coastal communities in southern Terrebonne.  It 
would be a horrible tragedy to exclude these communities 
from hurricane protection.

16 8 5

personal letter 185 The Chamber suggest to the Corps the following steps 
need to occur to provide Terrebonne Parish the quickest 
Hurricane Protection:
1.  Get the Morganza to the Gulf Hurricane Protection 
Project authorized and begin appropriations for funding 
by Congress.  Use the existing Morganza alignment for 
Category 5 protection to protect as many coastal 
communities as possible.
 2. Improve the non-federal Parish Drainage Levees in 
Terrebonne and Lafourche by the Secretary of the Army 
granting a waiver for federal Corps funds to be used on 
these levees.  Such waivers have already been granted in 
such areas as Plaquemines and St. Bernard Parishes.  
These non-federal improved drainage levees will act as a 
second line of defense for coastal communities after the 
Morganza and Donaldsonville projects are built.

Approximately 10,000 homes flooded in Terrebonne 
Parish due to Hurricane Rita, and it appears the Federal 
Government does not care.  We desperately need your 
help now.

17 16 6
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personal letter 186 On behalf of the Mississippi River Basin Alliance 
(MRBA), I wanted to thank you for inviting me to 
participate in the Louisiana Coastal Protections and 
Restoration Workshop held in Lafayette on February 13-
14, and for the Corps of Engineers’ efforts to solicit input 
from the public on this critical issue.  MRBA has 
supported restoration of Louisiana’s coast for a number of 
years, and has focused many of our efforts on building 
support for this endeavor in the states upriver.  The 
inherent challenge of the issue has been magnified by the 
complex and pressing questions that Louisiana and its 
federal partners are confronted with after the hurricanes 
in 2005.

We are committed to a sustainable coast and effective 
hurricane protection for southern Louisiana, and hope to 
work through these issues with the state, federal agencies, 
and stakeholders so that the decisions reached can further 
those goals.

1 3

personal letter 186 The second aspect in many cases should involve 
strengthening of existing levees as the most immediate 
and effective option available in the near term.

The key consideraton for protection measures should be 
effectiveness. Many officials and stakeholders have 
understandably focused on structures built at the 
Category 5 level as the only way to achieve a secure 
system of protection. It is not clear that all levees need to 
be raised to this level, but this decision should be the 
result of a scientific determination. All levees and 
protection structures will clearly be more effective and 
more sustainable when separated from the Gulf by a 
buffer of coastal wetlands.

13 1 9

personal letter 186 Question #2: What  are the significant resources that 
should be considered in the DPEIS?

The significant natural features identified in previous 
coastal studies and restoration plans are critical and 
necessary for a sustainable coast: barrier islands, coastal 
marshes, swamps and forested wetlands. Coastal forests 
in particular need to be protected as buffers against wave 
and wind surges for coastal communities.  The 
importance of all of these features for storm protection 
was vividly demonstrated by the storms in 2005; 
uncertainty about the exact amount of storm surge 
reduction per mile of wetlands should not be allowed to 
mask the necessity of having these areas situated between 
communities and infrastructure and the Gulf. 

The inland energy system, and its connections to offshore 
facilities through pipelines, also needs to receive elevated 
attention to prevent even more extensive damage from 
spills resulting from future storm damage. The filling of 
obsolete canals in the marshes should be actively pursued 
where feasible to stabilize the landscape and close off 
channels for storm surge. The closure of the Mississippi 
River Gulf Outlet is clearly a priority.

5 3 2
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personal letter 186 I am submitting the following comments on behalf of the 
Mississippi River Basin Alliance (MRBA), a non-profit 
organization with over 130 member groups dedicated to 
the protection and restoration of the river system and the 
communities who depend on it. 

MRBA has been an active participant in the effort to 
secure protection and restoration of Louisiana’s coast and 
the Mississippi River delta, and has worked to support the 
communities and stakeholders in southern Louisiana who 
are trying to protect the coastal system and the way of life 
that depends on the health of marshes, swamps, and 
estuaries.  We recognize the heightened urgency of 
coastal restoration and hurricane protection following the 
storms in 2005 and the prospect of a more active storm 
cycle in years ahead.

9 3 19

personal letter 186 The Lake Pontchartrain Basin Foundation has promoted 
the concept of "multiple lines of defense," which focuses 
on the natural and built features of the coastal system that 
can provide sustainable and long-term storm protection, 
while also retaining the natural features of the coastal 
system.  

A critical consideration here is what has been called the 
"time factor" - the need for effective steps in the near term 
to allow restoration and survival in a situation of 
heightened risk.

18 15

personal letter 186  In terms of the specific questions posed by the Corps at 
the scoping meetings and call for public comments, our 
responses are the following.

Quation #I: What are the critical natural and human 
environmental problems and needs that should be 
addressed in the DPEIS?

It has become clear that coastal restoration and hurricane 
protection need to be more effectively and sustainably 
integrated. There are a number of complicated and 
pressing questions about rebuilding and relocation of 
coastal residents that fall outside of the Corps’ direct 
jurisdiction, yet all of these issues obviously intersect in 
the real decisions being made on the ground.

1

personal letter 186 A number of stakeholders have urged that the use of 
sediment pipelines to carry slurry from the Mississippi 
River into adjacent wetland basins south of New Orleans 
be actively pursued. The offer from the state of Illinois to 
transport excess sediment from their waterways to 
Louisiana should also receive immediate attention. The 
high quality of this sediment makes it suitable for a 
number of uses in protection and restoration measures, 
while the synergy of needs between the two states 
increases the feasibility of this approach.

9 1

personal letter 186 As mentioned above, strengthening existing hurricane 
protection levees in coastal parishes should also receive 
priority. Many of these levees were topped by surge in 
last years’ storms, and will be again if similar storms hit 
the coast.

13
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personal letter 186 In terms of the four alternatives presented for evaluation 
in the LACPR EIS, we do not support the structural 
alternative of continuous earthen or concrete sea walls 
along the coast. The long time frame and technical 
challenges presented by this option raise serious questions 
about its feasibility, while its cost could make national 
support more difficult. A more fundamental concern is 
that it would work against deltaic restoration if wetland 
basins are enclosed within the levees, and detract from 
achieving a sustainable coast. Enclosure of wetlands 
within levees has traditionally led to their development or 
utilization for other purposes. It is also conceivable that a 
situation would arise during a storm event where high 
water occurred on both sides of the levee, in which case 
pumping out flood waters on the interior might not be an 
option.

A combination of structural and non-structural measures 
has been the basis of every restoration plan that has been 
formulated by the state and its federal partners. Particular 
elements of these plans have likely been rendered less 
effective by the impacts of last year’s storms, but the 
basic concept of restoring and sustaining coastal 
wetlands, and providing effective hurricane protection for 
population centers, is clearly the optimal approach.

18 1 3

personal letter 186 We are concerned about the inclusion of projects such as 
the Inner Harbor Navigation Canal Lock in New Orleans 
in restoration plans, and the continued use of the MRGO 
channel as leverage for promoting the Lock expansion. 
The estimated cost of this single non-restoration project 
could fund the entire restoration effort for a number of 
years, and its economic justification has never been 
established.

We are also concerned that development patterns south of 
New Orleans, as well as in other coastal parishes, 
permitted by the Corps are putting more people in harm’s 
way. Building south into coastal wetlands as the Gulf 
moves north is clearly inconsistent with genuine 
restoration of the coast, as well as implementation of an 
effective hurricane protection system based on projected 
changes. It is crucial that these policies change in the 
aftermath of the events of 2005.

2 3 1

personal letter 186 In conclusion, we raise again the issue of prioritization. 
Restoration and protection efforts should clearly take 
priority over other public works projects in the situation 
of recovery in heightened risk that Louisiana faces.

3 9 1

personal letter 186 Question #3: What are the reasonable hurricane 
protection, coastal restoration, flood control alternatives, 
and alternative barrier plans, etc., which should be 
considered in the DPEIS?

As stated above, we feel the “multiple lines of defense” 
concept to be a valuable approach that should be 
addressed in the DPEIS, as an integration of natural and 
structural measures in a sustainable way. The “time 
factor” should be one of the key considerations, along 
with sustainability of the coastal system, in deciding near 
term measures.

18 15
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personal letter 187 After seeing the ravages from the hurricane that were 
done to New Orleans and surrounding areas, I could not 
help but feel this could happen to us.  Our homes could 
be destroyed; our church and cemetery could be destroyed 
with all my ancestors buried in there.  We also have plans 
to be buried there.  All this destruction can be avoided if 
whoever made this horrendous decision to exclude us 
would change their minds.  I hope and pray that you will 
change your mind and include us in the hurricane 
protection levee.  If not someone will have to compensate 
us to be able to move our entire lives.  My mother and 
father are old and cannot just uproot themselves.   It is 
very sad for a lot of people living on this bayou.  We can 
no longer feel safe in our own homes because someone in 
the United States of America decided we are not worth 
saving.

Please tell me how we could change your minds. You 
need to come down here and see we are worth saving.  I 
cannot believe that this travesty is going to be allowed to 
happen.

What happened to the original plans for the Morganza to 
the Gulf levee?

16 6 5

personal letter 187 Chauvin is not a small community there are 4 financial 
banks on this bayou which should prove the people here 
have money.  We have several churches on this bayou.  
My Church which is very nice is St. Joseph Catholic 
Church.  There are many shrimp factories and many 
trawlers.  Those of us who do not trawl work in the oil 
industry, medical field, etc.

11 20

personal letter 187 I am writing in response to the levee hearing held 
Tuesday March 14, 2006 in Thibodaux.  I do not know 
how anyone could come up with such a plan to exclude 
United States citizens from the ravages of hurricanes.  Do 
you not know that we are living breathing human beings?  
How dare anyone exclude us.  I grew up in Chauvin and I 
have raised my family here.  I come from a long line of 
descendants that have lived here since the 1800’s.  Most 
of them are buried in the St. Joseph cemetery here in 
Chauvin.  I am writing this letter trying to protect 
everything that is near and dear to me.

6 16 19

personal letter 187 If you allow all this land to get eaten up Louisiana would 
not survive.  The seafood industry, the oil industry, our 
heritage would disappear if you exclude us.

20 11 19

personal letter 189 The Coalition to Restore Coastal Louisiana, among 
others, has articulated the core considerations or 
principles that a sustainable coast and southern Louisiana 
will require: comprehensive coastal restoration and 
effective hurricane protection for population centers. In 
areas such as St. Bernard and Terrebonne Parishes, which 
sustained some of the most serious damage, the need to 
repair and strengthen hurricane protection levees is 
reinforced by their role as storm buffers for inland areas, 
as well as the protection they provide to communities in 
their immediate vicinity.

3 16 1
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personal letter 193 We have sincerely appreciated your support for the efforts 
of the Lake Catherine community to stop the erosion of 
the Orleans Land Bridge, which is the last barrier island 
between L. Pontchartrain and the Gulf of Mexico.  We are 
forwarding for your information our letter to Mr. Gregory 
Miller, the Corps of Engineers Coastal Protection Report 
Project Manager, requesting that the proposed Category 5 
flood barrier be located along the CSX RR tracks instead 
of down the middle of Hwy 90.

8

personal letter 194  My comments and I feel strong about this subject.
 Erosion cannot be stopped-PERIOD.
 The only way to restore Louisiana marshes is to build it 
faster than it erodes. Every one knows the only way to 
build it back is the same way it was put there in the first 
place. The Mississippi river is the only long term 
solution. 
 We must quit putting it off and do what must be done. 
Whom ever makes that decision will make some people 
mad and they will cry foul, but they would not be there if 
the Mississippi river had not laid down the silt.
 The whole center of USA is being dumped into 1500 ft 
off shore. 
 Let the river go thru the Atachalayafa river, Bayou 
Lafourche, Manchac Bayou, Bayou Plaquemine, Lake 
Catawachie and the locks above N.O. that go into Lake 
Ponchatrain. The only new land along the coast was at the 
mouth of the Atachalayafa and Wax lake, of course 
Hurricane Andrew took care of that.
 Just do it for the big picture.

9 8

personal letter 212 As a highly productive area of the state of Louisiana, 
strategically located on the Gulf of Mexico, south 
Louisiana must have proper coastal restoration, flood 
control and hurricane protection.
We believe the Morganza to the Gulf project is a well 
documented plan that protects Terrebonne and parts of 
LaFourche parishes. We support the alignment that will 
protect Terrebonne parish's residential communities in the 
southern most part of the parish to include Category 5 
protection. We encourage the Corps to assist with getting 
authorization and appropriation from Congress for 
Morganza to the Gulf - Level 5 protection.

1 16 14

personal letter 212 We also support the southern most alignment for the 
"Donaldsonville to the Gulf Hurricane Protection 
Project," between Bayou LaFourche at Larose to the 
Mississippi River below Belle Chsse.
We encourage the Corps to complete the feasibility phase 
of this project to include Category 5 hurricane protection.

8 15
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personal letter 269 I am writing on behalf of two community organizations in 
New Orleans, the Holy Cross Neighborhood Association 
and Citizens Against Widening the Industrial Canal 
(CAWIC).  Our neighborhoods were devastated by 
flooding from Hurricanes Katrina and Rita, both by surge 
coming through St. Bernard Parish and the Breaks in the 
Industrial Canal Levee.  Our organizations are committed 
to rebuilding our neighborhoods and communities as part 
of the recovery effort in New Orleans.

We have opposed the expansion of the Industrial or Inner 
Harbor Navigation Canal (IHNC) Lock for a number of 
years because of the effects the project would have on our 
community.  This project was deemed unjustifiable by a 
number of public watchdog groups such as Taxpayers for 
Common Sense, yet the Corps of Engineers and some 
local officials have remained committed to its completion, 
even using it for yeas as a justification to keep the MRGO 
Channel open, despite repeated pleas for its closure by 
citizens and government in St. Bernard Parish.

We are concerned about the efforts to include the IHNC 
in plans for the rebuilding of New Orleans, and even to 
present it as a coastal restoration project.  We believe that 
these claims damage the integrity of restoration efforts, 
and would divert much needed public funds from real 
recovery and restoration work. Cost estimates for the lock 
expansion have grown from $300 million a few years ago 
to over $800 million - almost a billion dollars.  We 
believe that closure of the MRGO should proceed 
immediately, regardless of the status of funding for 
expansion of the IHNC project

2 14

personal letter 314 We are in immediate need for Comprehensive Coastal 
Protection and Restoration.
The Terrebonne Levee District has begun to move 
forward in trying to build the Morganza to the Gulf 
levees. This protection is in need of immediate action on 
the part of our Federal Government, to move forward and 
approve the funding to the Morgaza to the Gulf Hurricane 
Protection Project as recommended and approved by the 
Corps of Engineers. This is the number one (1) alignment 
on the (LCPRP) maps and is the solution to Terrebonne's 
hurricane protection. This project will also help us move 
forward in addressing our restoration needs. It is 
necessary that hurricane protection and coastal restoration 
move forward together in the best interest of our NATION.

1 14 16

personal letter 314 It is my belief that the proposed locks to the navigational 
canal should be designed to category 5 specifications. The 
locks and floodgates once built  as a category 3 will be 
hard to modify in order to meet these needs. The levees 
will be built in stages and providing enough rights of way 
are acquired, they can be lifted to meet category 5 needs.

13
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personal letter 332 Letter by State Senator (also read out by a member of the 
public in the meeting in Thibodeaux):
"First off, I apologize in advance for not being able to 
attend the Corps' public hearing of March 14, 2006.  
Before getting into any suggestions or providing my 
district, Terrebonne and Lafourche Parishes, with 
category five hurricane protection, I am requesting the 
Corps conduct two additional public hearings in these 
parishes.  Tidal surges have more of a direct impact on 
coastal communities in southern parts of Terrebonne and 
Lafourche Parishes.  Thibodaux is 60 miles north of the 
gulf.  I suggest that you consider a hearing in the south 
Terrebonne area and secondly in the south Lafourche 
area. I promise you these two locations will provide more 
participation in interest from affected citizens.  I will offer 
to assist in getting public buildings in these areas, 
possibly free of charge.  

Now, I wish to make a few comments on hurricane 
protection.  The only federal hurricane protection project 
in my region of the state is in Larose, the Golden 
Meadow, Hurricane Protection Project in south 
Lafourche.  Terrebonne Parish does not have any federal 
levees.  The problem for us is that Congress has not 
passed a water bill in the last six years.  We have had a 
Corps chief's report submitted to Congress since 2001 
from Morganza to the Gulf Hurricane Protection Project.  
This $780 million project will provide Category 3 
protection for most of Terrebonne and a large portion of 
Lafourche Parish.  This levee project begins in the east on 
the western side of Larose to the Golden Meadow Project 
in Lafourche Parish.   

 As far as Category 5 protection, I strongly support the 
southern alignment that follows the approved Morganza 
to the Gulf alignment which protects most of the coastal 
communities and southern Terrebonne.  It would be a 
horrible tragedy to exclude these communities from 
hurricane protection.       

Another project currently in the Corps feasibility phase is 
called the Donaldsonville to the Gulf Hurricane 
Protection Project.  There are three alignments currently 
being considered in this study:  The first two are north of 
the Intracoastal Canal; and the third alignment is south of 
the Gulf Intracoastal Waterway between Bayou, 
Lafourche, Ethel Rose to the Mississippi River south of 
the Naval Air Station in Belle Chase.  I support the 
southern alignment because it protects over 20 percent of 
the state's population in Plaquemines, Orleans, Jefferson, 
St.  Charles, Lafourche, St. John and St. James Parishes.  
If the Corps were to build both the Westbank hurricane 
protection projects and the southern alignment of the 
Donaldsonville to the Gulf Project we would have a 
redundant system of protection for  the New Orleans 
metro area from the south. 

 I suggest to the Corps the following steps need to occur 
to provide Terrebonne and Lafourche and the west side of 
the Mississippi River the quickest hurricane protection:  
Number one, get the Morganza to the Gulf Hurricane 
Protection Project authorized and begin appropriations for 
funding by Congress.  Use the existing Morganza line for 

16 7 8
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Category 5 protection to protect as many coastal 
communities as possible; number two, improve the non- 
federal parish drainage levees in Terrebonne and 
Lafourche by the Secretary of the Army granting a waiver 
for Federal Corps' funds to be used on these levees.  

 Such waivers have already been granted in such areas as 
Plaquemines and St. Bernard Parishes.  These non-federal 
improved drainage levees will act as the second line of 
defense for coastal communities after the Morganza and 
Donaldsonville Projects are built;  number three, 
complete the feasibility phase in submitting chief's report 
for Donaldsonville to the Gulf  Project A.S.A.P.   I 
suggest the complete Donaldsonville
 project should be rolled into the current category five 
study being done by the Corp; number four, raise the 
existing levees in the Larose to Golden Meadow 
System.      Hurricane Rita's tidal surge caused flood 
waters to come within 18 inches of over topping parts of 
this system even though the hurricane made landfall over 
150 miles to the west.  If my comments or suggestions 
sound like we are frustrated in my region, we are.  
Approximately 10,000 homes flooded in my district due 
to Hurricane Rita and it appears the federal government 
does not care.  We desperately need your help now.  
Sincerely, Reggie Dupre, State Senate
District 20.”
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personal letter 337 The Department would like to see the following included 
before the final alignment of the Category 5 Protection 
System is chosen.
1. A mitigation and monitoring plan designed to off-set 
impacts to fish and wildlife resources. As with other 
projects of this nature, the Habitat Evaluation Team 
(HET) shall be consulted in conjunction with the 
development of mitigation and monitoring alternatives.
2. Development of a system wide hydrologic model. Lack 
of a functioning hydrologic model will limit the ability to 
adequately determine if all direct and indirect impacts 
have been avoided, minimized, or mitigated as a result of 
the project and project features.
3. Operational plans for the proposed water control 
structures. The areas on the protected side of the levee 
have the potential to be impounded by the proposed 
structures. The plans need to be designed to allow 
adequate drainage as well as ingress and egress of all 
estuarine dependent fin fish and shellfishes to the 
impacted areas.
4. The Department is concerned with the large amount of 
material that will be required to construct a Category 5 
Protection System. Based on other hurricane protection 
system projects, lack of quantity and quality material 
seems to be a reoccurring problem. To minimize impacts 
to the habitat, materials should be hauled in from off-site 
internal borrow locations and avoid impacts associated 
with the adjacent borrow canals.
Our coast is so dynamic and the ecological and economic 
interactions are so complex that a comprehensive plan is 
needed to balance the needs and take in to account the 
consequences of such a large-scale protection system. We 
urge the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) to 
incorporate the following comprehensive approach in the 
long-term planning component of the Category 5 
Hurricane Protection System.
1. Current projects and local levees, water control 
structures, locks, flood gates, pump stations, and 
diversion structures in and adjacent to the coastal zone in 
Louisiana.
2. Not only should Category 5 Hurricane Protection 
System be consistent with the restoration measures that 
have been previously identified by CWPPRA, Coast 
2050, and LCA, it should be jointly coordinated as part of 
these strategies.

The Category 5 Hurricane Protection System should 
address social and economic impacts, positive and 
negative, to coastal communities. Changes to fish and 
wildlife communities will cause displacement and stress 
for communities with economies dependent upon these 
resources. Changes in coastal morphology due to large 
levee systems may exacerbate flooding and infrastructure 
problems. Project plans should address these impacts, and 
the means required to alleviate any negative impacts.

1 20 11
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personal letter 337 1. No-action alternative;
2. A structural alternative, which is flood protection 
consisting of a continuous line of earthen or concrete 
walls, along southern coastal Louisiana connected at 
various locations, as needed, by floodgates and other 
devices to provide protection against a storm surge 
originating from the Gulf of Mexico produced by a 
Category 5 hurricane;
3. A structural alternative with coastal restoration features 
commensurate to the level of structural fortification to 
provide protection against a storm surge originating in the 
Gulf of Mexico produced by a Category 5 hurricane;
4. A non-structural alternative consisting of coastal 
restoration measures to provide protection against a storm 
surge originating from the Gulf of Mexico produced by a 
Category 5 hurricane.
Other non-structural measures such as raising or moving 
structures to meet existing or revised flood plain base 
elevations, would be a part of any proposed action 
alternative. As mentioned above the no-action alternative 
would maintain current levels of flooding and hurricane 
protection against a Category 3 hurricane.
The Department recommends that the highest priority be 
given to the non-structural alternative consisting of 
coastal restoration measures to provide protection against 
a storm surge originating from the Gulf of Mexico 
produced by a Category 5 hurricane. This preferred 
alternative should include other measures such as raising 
or moving existing levees, ring levees, back levees, water 
control structures, and pumping stations while avoiding 
enclosing any wetlands behind structures. If levee type 
structures must be built, the alignment should follow 
along the wetland - non-wetland interface to the greatest 
extent possible.

The Department anticipates negative impacts to the 
ecology of coastal Louisiana if an extensive structural 
plan for the Cat-5 LACPR is implemented. It is difficult 
to predict the extent of such chamges, but based on 
historical projects of this nature, it could only be to the 
detriment of the wetlands. The extent of the effects will 
largely depend upon Cat-5 LACPR impacts to and 
alterations of existing physical and biological processes 
that create and maintain the wetlands. A disruption of the 
natural tidal exchange between freshwater influences in 
the coastal marshes and the Gulf of Mexico would be 
harmful to fish and wildlife resources dependent upon 
these habitats.

18 3
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personal letter 337 According to information presented at the recent Cat-5 
LACPR public scoping meetings, a system wide 
hydrologic model will not be completed until June 2007 
(at the earliest). High priority should be given to 
completion (at the soonest possible date) of this model so 
that environmental impacts can be addressed and 
appropriate modifications can be incorporated into the 
project. The resulting model findings should designate 
specific streams, bayous, canals, and open water areas 
that would be affected by a structural Cat-5 LACPR 
alignment. In addition, those areas that require water 
control structures should be adequately sized to maintain 
sufficient drainage to the areas as well as allow the 
ingress and egress of estuarine dependant fishes and 
shellfishes. Information relative to seasonal abundance, 
movement, and migration of estuarine dependant fishes 
and shellfishes should be incorporated into any plan 
regarding placement of water control structures and their 
associated operational schedules.

17 1 20

personal letter 338 It is noted that you plan to address transportation as one 
of the Socioeconomic items that would be evaluated as 
part of the National Environmental Policy Act.  We trust 
that this evaluation will include state and local road 
systems, existing and planned.  Coordination with the 
Louisiana Department of Transportation and 
Development transportation sections as well as with 
Parish and local communities is encouraged.

1
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personal letter 339 I would like to know when work on the Bayou Sale’ levee 
project will be continued.  As you will note on the 
enclosed map, the project consisted of 4 parts, 3 of which 
have been completed.

The remaining portion of the existing levee is on the Cote 
Blanche Bay side. It is the portion of the levee which was 
topped during Hurricane Lili in 2002 and again by 
Hurricane Rita in 2005.  Both of these storms resulted in 
several feet of water in homes as well as severe damage to 
the oil industry, woodlands, crops and agriculture land.

If this phase of the project had been completed in a timely 
manner there would have been no damage due to tidal 
surge.  In both instances, water was held within the levee 
system for weeks.  Cuts in the earthen levees were 
necessary to allow some of the water to run out.  The 
pumping station was flooded and had structural damage, 
so repairs had to be made before the pumps could be of 
any help.

In addition to farm operations, this area is also important 
to many oil and related companies including 
Exxon/Mobil, Legacy, Hunt, Marathon, Burlington, 
Hilcorp, BP, and others.  These companies operate oil and 
gas wells, compressor stations and storage tanks.  All of 
these are critical to production and must be shut down 
when flooded.

Representatives from the Corps have been working in the 
area and we have been promised that the work will begin 
soon.  Now we are told it has been delayed again.  With 
the other phases complete it is hard to understand why 
this last piece of the work has been left undone.

Please let me know the status of this project.

6 8 11

personal letter 340 I want to thank you for working on the unbelievable 
damages that hurricanes have created in your area.  I 
would like to know if I could submit some drawings and 
written ideas I have for a Cat 5 levee system in New 
Orleans.  (see enclosed internet copy)

I am not an engineer, but I have ___________ heavy 
concrete/industrial construction.  I think some of my 
ideas might help and are very reasonable to construct.

Please advise me of where and if I could send my 
drawings – free for you to use.

And enjoy news articles.

Keep up the good work.

12

personal letter 341 Rebuilt LA Barrier Island and restore our wetland’s.
Plain and simple.  I do not support any alignments.  
Maybe we should let the FLA Everglades wash away?

3
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personal letter 342 The St. James Parish Council would like to go on the 
record as recommending that the US Army Corps of 
Engineers use as much of the studies from both the 
Morganza to the Gulf and the Donaldsonville to the Gulf 
Cat 3 projects, along with the additional proposed 
changes of progress, to make both projects Cat 5 
protection levees and coastal restoration.

5 13 18

personal letter 350 The citizens of this are have long been supportive and 
proactive in fighting to protect their communities and 
culture, and we are asking the same of you.

19

personal letter 350 Levee Alignment:
To give the highest number of Louisiana citizens 
Category 5 Hurricane Protection and to give Category 5 
Hurricane Protection to the largest possible portion of 
Louisiana Highway #1, designated by the U.S. Congress 
as a High Priority Corridor based on its role as critical 
energy infrastructure, we support Alignment #1.

This alignment coincides with the Morganza to the Gulf 
Hurricane Protection Project: This proposed $780 million 
project is currently designed to provide category 3 
protection to most of Terrebonne and a large portion of 
Lafourche Parish.  This levee project begins at the 
hurricane protection levee in Larose and travels west until 
the Morgan City area.  It could be built to Category 5 
standards and would require a lock on the Houma 
Navigation channel.  It has enough proposed openings in 
it to appease environmental concerns.

This alignment also coincides with the southern most 
alignment of the Donaldsonville to the Gulf Hurricane 
Protection Project: This most southern alignment protects 
over 20% of the state’s population in Plaquemines, 
Orleans, Jefferson, St. Charles, Lafourche, St. John and 
St. James Parishes.  The southern alignment starts at the 
hurricane protection levee in Larose and it runs east 
toward the Mississippi River ending south of the Naval 
Air Station in Belle Chase, in Plaquemines Parish.  The 
project requires at least one major water control structure 
at Bayou Perrot/Barataria Waterway area.  The complete 
Donaldsonville Project should be rolled into the current 
Category 5 Study being done by the Corps.

5 8

personal letter 350 In conclusion, the LA 1 Coalition requests that the U.S 
Army corps of Engineers not neglect such an important 
area as the Barataria and Terrebonne Basins.

16

personal letter 350 Upgrade the federally authorized South Lafourche 
Hurricane Protection Levee to Category 5 Protection.

We support raising the existing levees of the Larose to 
Golden Meadow System to provide Category 5 protection 
for Southern Lafourche Parish.  This area is a critical 
energy corridor and needs to be tied into the Category 5 
levee plan.

13 8
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personal letter 350 Achieve economical, significant coastal restoration 
utilizing recent study results.

Significant coastal restoration work needs to be 
accomplished utilizing the existing analyses in Phase II of 
the State of Louisiana’s Reconnaissance Level Study 
which is part of CH2MHILL’s Alternatives to the 3rd 
Delta Conveyance Channel.  This avoids “reinventing the 
wheel” with another costly study; and this study clearly 
identifies where dedicated dredging and pipeline slurries 
can quickly and economically provide significant 
sediment to rebuild our coast.

9 3 5

personal letter 350 Design maximum powered offshore dredges which work 
24 hours a day, and are capable of working in rough sea 
conditions.

While it is estimated to take years to restore the Louisiana 
coast to pre-1927 conditions, the job can be achieved 
earlier through the use of massive dredges, with 100-inch 
dredge pipes, and horsepower on each dredge that is 
equivalent to that on artic ice breakers.

Rebuild Louisiana’s Barrier islands.

Our first line of defense, the barrier islands, has long been 
neglected.  These vital lines of protection must be an 
essential part of the state’s rebuilding plan, not only for 
restoration, but for protection as well.

12 3

personal letter 350 These basins provide valuable resources for the nation, 
including 18% of the nation’s oil production, 24% of the 
nation’s natural gas production, 20,000 miles of pipelines 
and infrastructure, passage of 500 million tons of 
waterborne cargo, most bountiful commercial fisheries in 
the lower 48 states, and valuable wetland protection for 
over half of the state’s population.

11 20 3

personal letter 354 I am writing to you on behalf of the Terrebonne Parish 
Consolidated Government and the citizens of Terrebonne 
Parish to express our immediate need for Comprehensive 
Coastal Protection and Restoration.

As I am sure you are aware, the combined impacts of 
Hurricanes Katrina and Rita have left many citizens of 
Terrebonne Parish facing the same recovery and 
rebuilding challenges as our neighbors to the east.  
During Hurricane Rita, our lack of comprehensive 
hurricane and flood protection left thousands of our area 
homes and businesses exposed to the impacts of a storm 
whose path was 200 miles from our shores.  Our existing 
drainage levees were simply not adequate to withstand the 
forceful storm surges caused by this storm, and many of 
our citizens experienced flooding for the first time.  This 
painful experience has reinforced the urgent need to 
protect life and property, and at the same time, protect our 
coastal wetlands, which are experiencing the most rapid 
loss in Louisiana.

1 9 16
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personal letter 354 For the past decade, hurricane protection to the citizens of 
Terrebonne Parish has been synonymous with the 
Morganza to the Gulf Hurricane Protection Project 
(Morganza).  This project, currently awaiting 
programmatic authorization through the Water Resources 
Development Act (WRDA) is currently designated at a 
Category 3 protection level.  Because this project has 
been substantially engineered and its alignments have 
been accepted by area residents, any LACPRP that 
includes the Morganza alignment (Corps alignment 1-4) 
would be generally acceptable, though the presented 
“Alignment 1” appears to provide the most 
comprehensive benefits to not only the citizens of 
Terrebonne Parish, but to our neighbors to the east in 
Lafourche Parish as well – in effect, the entire Terrebonne 
Basin.

While we remain committed to the aggressive pursuit of 
authorization and full funding for the Morganza to the 
Gulf Project, the citizens of Terrebonne Parish are 
obviously in need of an immediate solution to its 
hurricane protection needs.

5 16 17

personal letter 354 In response to the massive flooding experienced in the 
southern portion of Terrebonne Parish during Hurricane 
Rita, I convened an advisory panel whose mission is to 
develop an interim levee protection plan, which could be 
implemented in a relatively shore time frame.  This plan 
is not dependant on Morganza authorization, but it does 
include, the Houma Navigation Canal (HNC) Lock 
Complex, our Terrebonne Parish version of the MRGO.

It is my belief that if Terrebonne Parish is able to 
implement its interim levee plan in the short term and 
construct the Morganza project as it is currently designed, 
in conjunction with an aggressive barrier island 
restoration and maintenance plan that includes the 
restoration of the back barrier marsh, our citizens would 
have the benefit of category 5 Hurricane Protection and 
still be able to enjoy the multiple benefits of a healthy and 
sustainable ecosystem.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide these comments 
this evening, and I respectfully request that you include 
this statement as part of your official Programmatic 
Environmental Impact Statement.

15 3 8

personal letter 354 Let me say first, and foremost, that clearly, any "No 
Action" alternative is not acceptable to the citizens of 
Terrebonne Parish.  Of the five alignments currently 
being studied as part of the Category 5 Louisiana Coastal 
Protection and Restoration Project (LCPRP), alignment 
number five, the alignment suggested by the Louisiana 
State University Hurricane Center is also not acceptable.  
This alignment would, in effect, abandon every coastal 
community across the state of Louisiana, including those 
in Terrebonne Parish.  The impact felt as a result of the 
loss of these communities, along with their unique culture 
and substantial contributions to our economy would be 
impossible to calculate.  These impacts would be 
particularly felt by the extensive Native American 
populations of the bayou communities in the Southern 
portion of Terrebonne Parish.

19 11 16
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personal letter 356 We also wish to lend our support to the Coastal 
Restoration Master Plan proposals which include the 
restoration of the outer barrier islands and the marshes 
which have been destroyed by hurricanes and other 
erosion problems over the years.  This would include the 
closing of the Mississippi River Gulf Outlet.

3 2

personal letter 356 At this point, we are submitting our recommendation 
regarding the placement of the proposed floodwall.  We 
believe that the most advantageous and least burdensome 
placement for the residents would be to follow the path 
between the CSX tracks and the Intracoastal Waterway.  
This would include the necessary tie-ins with existing 
levee systems to the West of our areas and the systems to 
be developed to the East of our areas.  It is our 
understanding that this configuration would include the 
installation of floodgates at the intersections of the 
floodwall with the Chef Menteur Pass, Unknown Pass 
and the Rigolets Pass. The floodgates discussed would be 
of the Netherlands design which would be closed 
mechanically to prevent the flood surge from the South 
but would open by water pressure as a storm progressed 
over the area to permit the water to surge back from the 
North.  These gates would prevent the areas from being 
caught in the “bowl” effect if power is out and manpower 
not available to operate them.

8 5 12

personal letter 356 By letter dated September 29, 2005, (enclosed) NMFS 
provided preliminary comments on a COE internal 
technical report for Category 5 Hurricane Protection from 
Morgan City to Slidell, Louisiana.  That letter primarily 
outlined general issues of concern and guiding principles 
that should be considered in the scoping for the LACPR 
project.  NMFS has since participated in the development 
of a draft interagency report titled, “Environmental 
Alternatives and Guiding Principles for the South 
Louisiana Hurricane Protection Study (i.e., LACPR)” 
presented, in part, at a February 13-14, 2006, workshop 
in Lafayette.

5

personal letter 356

personal letter 356 We are fully aware that the construction of this floodwall 
in our area is not something that can be done in an 
isolated manner without consideration of St. Tammany 
Parish and the State of Mississippi.  You have explained 
to us the effect that the construction of a floodwall could 
have on the natural flow of the Pearl River and that this 
must be a major consideration in the planning process.  
We are already attempting to contact the President of St. 
Tammany Parish to make sure we are working together to 
a common goal.  We are quite willing to meet with any 
representatives from Mississippi to accomplish an overall 
plan for the entire area.

We will keep you advised of our progress in gathering our 
forces in support of our recommendation and further 
ideas to include the extension of the floodwall through 
Mississippi or a tie-in at high ground in St. Tammany 
Parish.  Please keep us informed of further developments 
from the perspective of the Corps so that we can keep the 
momentum going forward to accomplish the overall goal.

1 8
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personal letter 357 Marine Fishery Production 
Wetlands in the project area consist of fresh, 
intermediate, brackish, and saline marsh and tidally 
influenced forested wetlands. In addition to being 
designated as EFH for the species identified in the 
attached table, these wetlands provide nursery, foraging, 
and predator refugia habitats that support numerous 
economically important marine fishery species such as 
spotted seatrout, black drum, southern flounder, gulf 
menhaden, striped mallet, Atlantic croaker, and blue crab. 
Some of these species also serve as prey for other fish 
species managed under the Magnuson-Stevens Act by the 
GMFMC (e.g., mackerels, snappers, and groupers) and 
highly migratory species managed by NMFS (e.g., 
billfishes and sharks). The importance of fishery 
resources to the state of Louisiana and the national 
economy is illustrated by the fact that during 2004, 
approximately 1.2 million pounds of seafood was landed 
at Louisiana ports totaling $274 million dollars in 
dockside value. More than 85 percent of these 
commercial landings are related to the harvest of 
estuarine dependent species (i.e., species that depend on 
access to coastal marsh during one or more life stage).  
NMFS recommends the PEIS fully describe and quantify 
the value of marine fishery resources to Louisiana and the 
nation and discuss the importance of maintaining both the 
areal extent of, and existing degree of fishery access to, 
these coastal wetlands.

11 20 3

personal letter 357 In recognition of the need for partnering to work on 
coastal restoration and protection in Louisiana while 
ensuring compliance with the National Environmental 
Policy Act, NMFS has agreed to serve as a cooperating 
agency on the development of the PEIS for the LACPR 
effort.

0

personal letter 357 This commitment represents a continuation of our efforts 
to work with the COW and other stakeholders to provide 
coastal restoration and protection in Louisiana while 
identifying and addressing the issues of concern in a 
timely manner such as the adverse impacts to wetlands 
and marine fishery resources are avoided, minimized, and 
mitigated.

3 9 20

Monday, April 17, 2006 Page 71 of 92



Comment Mode Commenter ID Comment 1 2 3Theme

personal letter 357 By letter dated September 29, 2005, (enclosed) NMFS 
provided preliminary comments on a COE internal 
technical report for Category 5 Hurricane Protection from 
Morgan City to Slidell, Louisiana. That letter primarily 
outlined general issues of concern and guiding principles 
that should be considered in the scoping for the LACPR 
project. NMFS has since participated in the development 
of a draft interagency report titled, “Environmental 
Alternatives and Guiding Principles for the South 
Louisiana Hurricane Protection Study (i.e., LACPR)” 
presented, in part, at a February 13-14, 2006, workshop 
in Lafayette. That report further outlined guiding 
principles to not only avoid and minimize adverse 
environmental impacts but also to develop 
environmentally preferable restoration alternatives. The 
report did not represent a formal position of the drafting 
agencies, but it did provide preliminary guidance and a 
representative starting point for scoping on levee 
alignments and floodgates, if they are determined to be 
necessary.

1 3 5

personal letter 357 Essential Fish Habitat 
The LACPR is located in areas identified as essential fish 
habitat (EFH) for a variety of federally managed species. 
Specific categories of EFH that have been designated in 
the project area include estuarine wetlands; water column; 
submerged aquatic vegetation; and mud, sand, and shell 
substrate in the vicinity of the proposed levees and 
potential interior borrow areas.  Additionally, marine 
water column, non-vegetated bottoms, and continental 
shelf features have been designated as EFH in potential 
nearshore and offshore borrow areas. Detailed 
information on federally managed fisheries and their EFH 
is provided in the 2005 generic amendment of the Fishery 
Management Plans for the Gulf of Mexico prepared by 
the Gulf of Mexico Fishery Management Council 
(GMFMC). The generic amendment was prepared as 
required by the Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation 
and Management Act (Magnuson-Stevens Act). The EFH 
revisions to the generic amendment became effective 
January 23, 2006. An updated version of our regional 
EFH guidance document and new and user-friendly 
versions of EPH designation maps will be provided to the 
COE once they become available.  In the interim, to assist 
the COE as the federal action agency on this project, we 
have enclosed a preliminary table of species for which 
EFH has been designated in Louisiana and new EFH 
designations based on the 2005 generic amendment to 
assist in drafting an EFH assessment to be included in the 
PEIS.

1 20
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personal letter 357 The PEIS should evaluate and quantify all impacts to the 
various categories of EFH and clearly present those 
impacts in the appropriate sections of the PEIS. Measures 
should be taken to first avoid and minimize adverse 
impacts to wetlands and other habitats designated as 
EFH. The draft interagency report provides specific 
guiding principles for some of the avoidance and 
minimization measures, such as building along the 
wetland: upland interface and minimizing the amount of 
wetland enclosed by levees. NMFS believes it is 
necessary to emphasize that including restoration features 
in various alternatives does not preempt the avoidance 
and minimization sequencing of mitigation that is 
required by the President’s Council on 
Environmental Quality or a Memorandum of Agreement 
between the Corps of Engineers and the Environmental 
Protection Agency regarding mitigation under Clean 
Water Act 404(b)(l) guidelines. After all reasonable 
efforts have been taken to avoid impacting important 
wetland habitats, the remaining unavoidable adverse 
impacts must be fully offset through compensatory 
mitigation measures, unless it is determined that coastal 
restoration measures contained within the LACPR project 
fully offset such impacts.

9 3 20

personal letter 357 Secondary Impacts
NMFS is very concerned with the potential magnitude of 
secondary, or indirect impacts to tidal wetlands and their 
marine fisheries support functions that could result from 
the proposed construction of levees and installation of 
water control structures. Extensive secondary impacts to 
wetlands and fishery productivity could occur from 
ecosystem level alterations of wetland 
hydrology associated with enclosing or semi-impounding 
thousands of acres of tidal habitat and potential 
construction of adjacent borrow canals. 

The construction of levees and installation of water 
control structures can impede fishery access to critical 
nursery and foraging habitats and result in the 
impoundment of those wetlands. Considering the 
potentially large amount of tidally influenced wetlands 
and water bodies which could be enclosed within these 
levees and the value of those habitats to Louisiana’s 
recreational and commercial fishery harvest, this is an 
issue of paramount importance. The PEIS should quantify 
the acres of all categories of EFH to be enclosed within 
the levees or behind flood gates for all structural 
alternatives evaluated. The PEIS also should identify 
avoidance, minimization, and mitigative measures, 
features, and actions (water control structure designs and 
operational plans) that could be incorporated into each 
alternative to ensure that an adequate level of fishery 
access to enclosed wetlands and water bodies is 
maintained. For example, floodgates being considered in 
Seabrook, Chef Pass, and Rigolets should be designed in 
a manner to maintain the pre-project cross section at the 
surface and depth while not creating adverse flow 
conditions for fishery organisms while the structures are 
open. Similar concerns, depending on the structural 
alternatives evaluated, should be considered at Bayou 
Perot, Bayou Petite Caillou, Bayou Grand Caillou, Bayou 
Boeuff, Vermilion River, and the Calcasieu Ship Channel.

20 8 18
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personal letter 357 Wetlands on the protected side of structural alternative 
features also could be impacted by the ponding of water 
on the marsh surface and interruption of tidal flow 
necessary to maintain wetland plant health. If sufficient 
cross-sectional area is not provided at all necessary 
locations within a leveed alternative, water behind the 
levees could take an excessive amount of time to drain, 
which would increase soil anoxia and decrease plant 
health. Levees and water control structures also could 
block the flow of sediments, detritus, and nutrients, which 
are important for maintaining plant health and soil 
elevations in a subsiding environment, to wetlands both 
within and outside the impounded system. This would be 
counterproductive and result in an increase in the already 
rapid loss of wetlands in Louisiana. In general, enclosing 
wetlands behind levees and water control structures 
should be avoided and minimized to the maximum extent 
practicable. The PEIS should identify and discuss this 
issue and identify measures for each alternative necessary 
to maintain the health of enclosed or adjacent wetlands.

9 3

personal letter 357 Alternatives to be Evaluated 
NMFS is concerned that the alternatives listed in the 
scoping notice for in-depth evaluation may prohibit the 
identification of a cost-effective project that would 
provide Category 5 hurricane protection to the most 
developed areas while maintaining a natural system in 
areas where such protection is less warranted. NMFS 
believes combining levee alignments and wetland 
restoration features that stretch across the entire state 
could result in the identification and selection of a project 
that is so expensive that funding would be prohibitive. If 
that were to occur, it is possible that funding Category 5 
hurricane protection for the most critical areas would not 
be considered. Therefore, NMFS believes an alternative 
that includes the construction of ring levees around large 
population centers or important infrastructure nodes only, 
combined with more critical wetland restoration 
activities, should be included in the list of alternatives for 
in-depth evaluation.

1 18 12
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personal letter 357 Restoration features
An effective wetland restoration program is an important 
component of providing hurricane protection to 
Louisiana. The potential hurricane protection benefits of 
large-scale coastal restoration measures that offer multiple 
lines of natural defense should be fully evaluated as 
important components of the two alternatives having 
wetland restoration features. Conceptual restoration 
features have been developed and are identified in the 
draft interagency report as well as by the Lake 
Pontchartrain Basin Foundation. These conceptual 
ecosystem restoration features are based in part on the 
strategies identified under the Coastal Wetlands Planning, 
Protection and Restoration Act (CWPPRA), the Coast 
2050 Strategic Plan, and the Louisiana Coastal Area 
(LCA) Study, but have been tailored with the specific 
intent of providing synergy with storm protection under 
LACPR. These concepts and coordination with the 
ongoing CWPPRA and LCA programs should be 
considered and evaluated in the PEIS.

Coordination with Other Efforts 
In addition to the LACPR project, wetland restoration 
and/or flood protection activities are being considered or 
undertaken through the Louisiana Recovery Authority, 
Louisiana Coastal Protection and Restoration Authority, 
CWPPRA, LCA study, and Coastal Impact Assessment 
Program.  We encourage the COE to work with the State 
and other stakeholders to integrate these various programs 
to the maximum extent possible. It is essential that the 
other stakeholders, including the State, share a 
commitment to coordinate a consistent, productive, and 
environmentally acceptable plan within the 
congressionally mandated and funded timeline.  There are 
ongoing federal flood and hurricane protection projects 
(e.g., Lower Atchafalaya Basin Re-evaluation Study, 
Morganza to the Gulf, Donaldsonville to the Gulf, and the 
Southeast Louisiana Area study) that should be 
considered under the no-action alternative as well as 
means to adapt at least portions of those projects to 
provide Category 5 hurricane protection in a timely and 
cost efficient manner. The PEIS should identify and 
discuss all programs that are involved in wetland 
restoration and flood protection efforts.

3 5 9
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personal letter 357 Programmatic Sediment Sources 
Identifying sediment sources of sufficient quantity and 
quality has proven to be problematic for Category 3 
hurricane protection projects in the state. Sediment needs 
for the LACPR project would be much more substantial. 
In the past, the standard has been to evaluate the sediment 
needs on a reach specific, case-by-case basis and then 
assess practicability of a borrow sites based primarily on 
cost.  The cost of offsite borrow areas, or those located 
outside the flood 
protection system, often have been sufficiently high to 
result in the selection of adjacent and semi-continuous 
borrow canals. To develop more cost-effective and less 
environmental 
damaging borrow sites, NMFS recommends the COE 
develop a programmatic sediment source plan as part of 
the PEIS. The highest priority should be given to borrow 
sources located outside tidal wetland areas; including 
upland sites (within and outside Louisiana), the 
Mississippi and Atchafalaya rivers, and offshore sources 
outside the depth of closure to avoid inducing wave 
impacts on the shore face. Secondly, renewable resources 
such as using sediment dredged from authorized federal 
navigation channels or sediment sinks in bays actively 
receiving riverine sediment should be considered.  The 
PEIS should describe a programmatic plan to identify 
sufficient sediment of acceptable quantity and quality that 
could be used for both protection and 
restoration components of the LACPR plan and have 
minimal adverse environmental impacts. The PEIS should 
evaluate all direct and indirect environmental impacts 
associated with the proposed use of each sediment source. 
Construction of borrow canals adjacent to levees should 
be discouraged. Where they are included as a project 
component, design and maintenance measures to 
minimize indirect wetland impacts from altered 
hydrology should be developed, required, and discussed 
in the PEIS.

9

personal letter 357 In conclusion, NMFS continues to be committed to 
working cooperatively with the COE, the State, natural 
resource agencies, and other stake holders to facilitate 
thorough planning of this project to the maximum extent 
allowable by the project schedule. We appreciate the 
coordination with NMFS and the opportunity to provide 
comments for consideration in preparing the PEIS. If you 
have questions regarding our comments, please contact 
Richard Hartman or Patrick Williams at (225) 389-0508.

0

personal letter 357 The mission of NMFS is stewardship of living marine 
resources through science-based conservation and 
management and the promotion of healthy ecosystems. To 
fulfill this mission, NMFS strives to conserve, protect, 
and manage living marine resources in a way that ensures 
their continuation as functioning components of marine 
ecosystems, affords economic opportunities, and 
enhances the quality of life for the American public. Our 
stewardship efforts are especially critical for this project 
because wetlands across Louisiana have experienced 
substantial loss and degradation during the 2005 
hurricane season, increasing the already rapid 
deterioration of coastal wetlands supportive of 
economically important fisheries of national importance.

3 11 20
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personal letter 357 Unless specified otherwise below, NMFS recommends all 
issues identified in our September 29, 2005, letter, the 
draft interagency report, and the following comments 
regarding resources, issues and alternatives be addressed 
in the PETS:

1 5

personal letter 482 Regarding a higher level of hurricane defense up to 
Category 5 protection, we have the following suggestions 
to offer for your consideration: For the earthen levee 
category, it would seem a most optimum solution would 
be to utilize the existing earthen beam by topping it with 
a concrete wall founded on H-piles.  This would allow the 
use of the existing levee and eliminate further land 
development.

13 12

personal letter 482 In the longer term, we hope that funding will be granted 
for a category 5 upgrade that would serve as the ultimate 
barrier to protect the life and property of the citizens and 
businesses in the New Orleans area.

14

personal letter 482 For the existing concrete levee category, adding 
additional height to it would seem to be the lowest cost 
and fastest schedule.  With the advances in new light 
weight materials, several feet of height could be added to 
the wall using high strength composites and or anodized 
aluminum reinforced with stiffeners attached to the 
concrete wall.

12

personal letter 482 Respectfully, we would request that a portion of this 
funding be directed to armoring the federal levees 
immediately adjacent to our New Orleans East facility 
prior to the beginning of this hurricane season.  Again, we 
are most grateful for all the work that the hard working 
men and women of the Corps and its contractors have 
done and are continuing to do, but we believe this 
armoring is critical and essential to providing the 
necessary protection for our employees, our liquid and 
gaseous hydrogen production facilities, residents of New 
Orleans East, and our surrounding industrial neighbors.

14 8 12

personal letter 482 We are pleased with the levee restoration process thus far, 
but we also recognize that in the short-term armoring the 
levees around our facility will provide an even greater 
level of protection for the next couple of hurricane 
seasons.

8

phone call 163 Use less contractors which would give us more control. 0

phone call 163  Instead of having one levee system surrounding the city, 
consider a grid system with levees and pumps.  If one 
levee should overtop or breach, only one square of the 
grid would flood.  He compared it to the Titanic how it 
was designed to close off doors so only certain levels 
would flood.  Of course, they didn't close off the doors in 
time

12
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verbal comment 30 Okay, well, my suggestion is that the main cause of the 
flooding in New Orleans was the water from Lake 
Pontchartrain.  And the water in Lake Pontchartrain 
comes from the Gulf of Mexico.  And the entrance to 
Lake Pontchartrain is the Rigolets.  So the Rigolets is a 
very narrow waterway.  I think the main method of 
keeping the water out of Lake Pontchartrain is by 
building a dam or some other water-control structure to 
prevent that.  It would keep the storm surge out o the lake 
and, thus, keep the storm surge out of all the parishes that 
surround the lake.

The design of the - the second thing is the Army Corps 
has been very inward looking to its designs of its levees 
and structures - various structures.  They should, liike the 
Dutch and the Netherlands, ask for proposals from private 
corporations, engineer firms of what the design should be 
so there's plenty of public input and alternatives that the 
public and Corps can weigh to decide what is the best 
way to build the dam on the Rigolets.  And that's all I 
have to say

8 5

verbal comment 44 I am Woody Crews, the Chairman of the Board of the 
Coalition to Restore Coastal Louisiana.  The Louisana 
CPR must do two things.  We have major population 
centers in Louisiana that must have adequate storm 
protection.  No question.   Secondly, we must establish 
and support a stable coast.  No question.  Neither one can 
survive without the other.

Scoping for these efforts should not be confined by 
programmatic, geographic, or budgetary constraint.  
Those alignments can be reconciled later.  For now we 
must think broadly so that every possibility can be 
explored.

We must use the existing experience derived from the 
studies of the past: Coast 2050, the LCA, BTNEP 
comphrehensive plan, and the Lake Pontchartrain Basin 
Foundation Comprehensive Habitat Management 
Program.  There is no reason to reinvent the wheel here.  
We must use the lessons learned in those studies to more 
effectively tie in an integrated coastal restoration program 
along with the flood protection that is so desperately 
needed.  The Corps of Engineers should use these studies 
as an effective starting point.

The CPR must integrate its program's efforts with those 
of the LCA, CWPPRA, and Recovery Task Force.  These 
agencies already have programs in effect that have 
analyzed and judged the value of coastal restoration 
projects.  They should be supplemented by these efforts, 
not aborted.

Finally, the Corps of Engineers must commit to a 
meaningful and ongoing public engagement process.  The 
scoping efforts must not stop with this initial scoping 
meeting.

7 1 5
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verbal comment 92 I would like to see the design of a foundation engineer, 
Samuel Scandaliato, who does business as SZS 
Consultants, Inc.  I would like to see his levee design 
adopted since he has been a foundation engineer for 40 
years.  He is very familiar with Louisiana soils.  And he 
has developed a double-walled levee system, which I 
think is elegant, clean, simple, and is ready to provide 
protection within 16 weeks to 20 weeks for Cat 5.  The 
design is essentially of two steel bulkhead walls, no 
sheetpilings, the first of which is driven 60 feet depth on 
either side of the canal.  That woud be the inside wall.  
And the second, approximately 12 to 15 feet outside of 
that driven to a depth of 35 feet with the tops are both 
parallel and 20 feet above the top of the base level of the 
ground, I guess you would say.  He proposes filling that in 
with sand then caping it with concrete and is convinced 
as is one soil engineer with the Corps of Engineers, that it 
would hold against anything that might hit the City of 
New Orleans.  He could bring it in a $1,000 an inch.  It 
would be a one-half of the budget now set aside for 
various levee designs, all of which seems rather 
convoluted.

Second thing is that I'm totally opposed to any fixed gates 
to be erected at the mouth of any of our canals, because 
we wil flood from rainwater as soon as we get a good 12-
inch day.  And I believe that any sheetpiling to be driven 
at the mouth of the canal shoud be driven no more than 
two days before the hurricane is expected to hit the New 
Orleans area.

And third and finally, I believe that if there are moving 
floodgates to be erected, they should be at the eastside of 
the Lake Pontchartrain, I believe the main inlets around 
Lake Borgne, Lake Catherine.  I'm not certain, but that's 
where I think.  It would prevent the tidal surge from 
beating in against the whole rim of the lake wherever.

So those three things - that would be what I - that would 
be my suggestions; what I would like to see, especially 
the double-wall design of our local foundation engineer, 
Mr. Sam Scandaliato.

8 12

website 52 Implement any measures that may be required to prevent 
future flooding of un-flooded metropolitan areas.  Re- 
assign priorities from flooded to non-flooded, if resources 
are not sufficient for both.

0

website 52 Complete approved West Bank projects. 8

website 52 c-  Repair / upgrade East Bank levies & drainage.  (Armor 
Lake and West Bank southern side existing levies, 
increase sheet piling depth, raise levels where             
settlements occurred, upgrade structure to levies 
connections, provide pumping stations redundancy and 
back-up power, etc)

8 13

website 52 Start long range plan of locks and infrastructure structures. 1
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website 52 Improve existing infrastructure:  relocate inland pump 
houses to  lake,  install gates in open canals, install gates 
on discharge side of pumping stations,                 
coordinate area emergency plans, improve first 
respondent communications,  improve evacuation plans, 
define areas of responsibilities.

1 4

website 52 Start preventing salt water infiltration to prevent more 
damage to the marshes.  Stop dredging MRGO, consider 
using the existing MRGO channel for a fresh water 
diversion project as it was recommended during our 
group meeting.  Start sealing - off pipe line canals and 
closing minor areas open to SW intrusion.

2 9

website 52 If possible and in order to expedite these activities 
consider the projects above as part of the "Guardian Task 
Force" actvities.

5

website 52 Develop "Mid" and 'Long" range plans ("Multi Line of 
Defense Plan"):  develop a compartmentalize city plan, 
develop or finalize standard storm data, decide if it is 
reasonable and feasible a Cat 5 defense, if it is, break 
down in phases where some upgraded protection (Cat 4?) 
could be accomplished sooner while progressing to the 
ultimate goal of Cat 5.  Develop or finalize permanent 
reference marks, develop or finalize existing  
infrastructure comprehensive maintenance plan, develop 
a marsh restoration plan, develop a barrier islands 
restoration plan, develop a Cat ? levee protection plan).

1 15

website 52 Start relocating business and private owners from affected 
areas

0

website 52 Develop and start implementing metropolitan area 
compartmentalization.  Use existing elevated tracks of 
ground (railroads beds, interstate highway structures) for 
this purpose.  Plug underpasses, build overpasses where 
crossing may be necessary. Upgrade drainage system to 
prevent one compartment from flooding another.

12

website 52 Incorporate any areas improvements that may have been 
overlooked.

1

website 52 Complete preceding projects in accord to available 
funding

15

website 52 Sort out all existing (environmental, feasibility, etc.) 
studies for immediate use.  There are no benefits to re-
inventing the wheel unless it is absolutely necessary.  I 
imagine there is enough information somewhere for 
almost anything that we would like to do

5

website 52 close MRGO 2

website 52 Upgrade projects using latest technological advances and 
design concepts.

12

website 52 Start more complex FW diversion projects 0

website 52 Re evaluate previous assumptions and incorporate any 
required changes to the plan.  Incorporate any 
technological advances that may have develop since the 
previous plans were made, re assess basic design 
parameters and revise design if required

12
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website 52 Start barrier islands restoration projects 9

website 52 Allow sufficient time for any flaws to develop before 
declaring victory.  Implement corrections as it may be 
required.

15

website 52 Consider a priority of the "Mid Range" plan:  Isolation of 
Lake Pontchartrain from storm surge by adding the Chef 
and Riggolets locks and levy protection along the CSX 
Railroad bed east of NO toward Waveland as a second 
line of defense.  Consider  a levy along the Interstate 10 
East (Twin Spans) between Irish Bayou and Slidell as a 
third line of defense.  The first line of defense will be the 
restoration of the barrier islands, this may take longer to  
develop and may be completed during the "Long Range 
Plan".

8

website 52 Improve Corps image with the public:  Admit past 
mistakes, invite or contract independent review (incl. 
critics or Corp opponents) of  domestic & foreign experts, 
keep the Public and Congress informed of key decisions, 
survey for best course of action when all facts and data 
are available,  consider practicality (risk assessment, 
funds and time constrains) when considering some ideas, 
get politics off the process, require decision makers (incl. 
their immediate families) to live in this area, consider 
expanding the work force using qualified local support, if 
necessary for the additional scope off work

6 10 5

website 52 Maintain existing structures. 0

website 56 2.)The present CWPPRA projects dealing with barrier 
island restoration need to be enhanced to raise these 
islands so as to act as surge barriers and not bird 
sanctuaries. The Barataria Basin barrier islands from 
Sandy Point to Grand Isle can be raised to +15' using 
suction dredges in the river to do this. 3.) The east bank 
river levee needs to be extended south of Bohemia all the 
way to Baptiste Collette Pass. This will provide surge 
protection coming from Breton Sound as was the case 
during Katrina. The present river diversion projects on the 
east bank below Ostrica need to be canceled. The area on 
the Breton Sound side of these levees need to be dredged 
in with river sediment to +5'.

3 8 9

website 56 I attended the scoping meeting at UNO and proposed 
several Cat 5 suggestions. I want to make sure that they 
are entered into the present scoping process. They are as 
follows: 1)Create multible free flowing spillways in areas 
where they would reduce storm surge by acting as relief 
valves to allow water to move from the river to coastal 
marshes in either direction as determined by the surge 
direction. These spillways would be spaced and sized to 
keep the surge from topping the present Cat 3 levees. The 
old levees would provide material to build the necessary 
levees needed to enclose the inhabited areas between the 
spillways, and borrow from the spillways would also be 
borrow sources. During high river the spillways would 
serve as freshwater diversions to rebuild marshlands 
between the river and the Gulf of Mexico. Now is a 
excellent opportunity to do this since many residents are 
not returning to lower Plaquemines Parish. Of course 
highways would have to be elevated to span the spillways.

9 12
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website 99 All the alternates seemed to be placing the hurricane 
protection structures a great distance from the inhabited 
areas of New Orleans. How do you propose to place 
levees or walls or gates out in the unstable soils of the 
marshland? There is nothing out there to build on. 
Secondly, if you do build hurricane barriers that far out, 
won't that completely change the ecological structure of 
the marshland? We need to rebuild the marshland and 
then keep the levees where they are, just make them Cat 5 
levees. Thirdly, the current eastern flank of the New 
Orleans hurricane protection levee is too far out east. It is 
now incompassing the Bayou Savauge Wildlife Refuge. 
There is a lot of marshland out there, not only in the 
wildlife refuge, but out past the interior levee that should 
be allowed to be in hydrologic communication with the 
greater marshland. People put the levees up there thinking 
that New Orleans East would someday be built all over 
out there, but we need to rethink our plans for that area. 
In general: DON'T DESTROY MARSHLAND TRYING 
TO PROTECT NEW ORELANS FOR HURRICANES. 
STRENGTHEN AND BUILD UP THE CURRENT 
LEVEE SYSTEM TO CATAGORY 5 PROTECTION, 
EXCEPT BRING THE EASTERN FLANK OF THE 
LEVEE SYSTEM CLOSER IN TO THE INTERIOR 
LEVEE IN NEW ORLEANS EAST.

3 13 8

website 99 I am a civil engineer working for URS Corp. and a 
resident of New Orleans East. My house got 6 1/2 feet of 
water in it because of Hurricane K. I attended the UNO 
Scoping Meeting and I have the following commens: 
There were about five alternate proposals on display 
(color maps of Louisiana, showine proposed alignments 
of hurricane protection levees), but no one ever said 
anything about them. Again, in the small group, one of 
the facilitators passed around smaller color copies of 
these same proposed alteernates, without any explanation. 
This became very confusing. Were we supposed to make 
comments on these, or what? If they are actual proposals, 
then someone should have walked us through them to see 
the differences, because without studying them in detail it 
was very hard to see what was the difference between 
them. Either explain them or don't even show them. They 
are just causing confusion.

7

website 139 As a long time resident of Louisiana (for 40 years) and 
after a recent exodus to Washington, D.C., I would like to 
add my voice to those who have for many years stressed 
the vital importance of coastal resotration of the 
Louisiana marshes and wetlands.  New Orleans is one of 
the gems of the ocutnry and I hope that it will survive, but 
I can not see its continued survival being accomplished 
without understanding and acting on the restoration of the 
swamps and marshes. We need to do whatever we can in 
this area to save vanishing lands and resources as well as 
to save a unique way of life.  I realize that this is a 
tremendously complicated issue made harder by global 
climate change and our refusal to address warnings form 
the scientific community for many years.  Thank you for 
considering my opinion as a former resident.

3 9
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website 139 Thank you very much for this additional information.  
Please forward via regular mail when more appropriate to 
my husband and myself.

Additionally I would like to comment a bit further about 
the damage done to the coastal wetlands by the oil 
companies who have come in to Louisiana and dredged 
"small" canals which have further eroded into very large 
bodies of water which were formally LAND.  It seems to 
me that these companies should be involved financially in 
the restoration of an area important to all of the country.  
The impact on birds is particularly frightening since the 
last twenty years have resulted in dramatic losses in bird 
populations who migrate through the Louisiana wetlands.  
This is yet another demonstration of how a decision that 
seems small at the time such as dredging a "little" canal 
contributes to a huge problem.  We can not afford to 
continue in the belief that we can make decisions in 
isolation.  We see the evidence reverberating in large 
environmental destruction as well as cultural damage to 
the Cajun way of life. Certainly it is important to 
carefully and thoughtfully craft our next policies, but can 
we afford to wait until December of 2007?
And one further inquiry would be about the possibility of 
our physical involvement in coastal restoration.  My 
husband and I are considering relocating to Louisiana at 
least part of the year and would like to participate actively 
in restoration projects.  We would appreciate any 
information you could give us about such possibilities.

9 1 19

website 140 The Hurricane category of storms increases over warm 
water. The water in the Gulf of Mexico is at very high 
temperatures in 2006, indicating that small hurricanes 
will strengthen rapidly. If hurricanes are to dodge the 
large population areas of New Orleans and Houston, then 
communities that have a corresponding increase in 
landfall danger need expedited in-place ways to cope with 
the cost of New England having a warm winter.

0

website 158 Risk as defined by the Dutch (Storm frequency x 
damages (life and economic)) should be the basis for 
making decisions on where higher  protection is provided.

5

website 158 Plans should be developed in an integrated fashion with 
the USACE (LACPR) DNR, LRA, parishes and City of 
N.O.

1 8

website 158 Lower protection could be provided to areas that are not 
as critical in terms of risk

0

website 158 Low-lying areas should become green open spaces for 
flood storage/reserves. Local zoning should reflect the 
CAT 5 Tech Report recommendations, ie, rebuilding in 
green open reserve spaces should be prohibited.

1
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website 159    I propose that a structure be erected at Calcasieu Pass in 
Cameron that would restrict the volume of water flowing 
through the pass during tidal flows.  This structure would 
perform 4 functions. 
--First, it would be a bridge over the Calcasieu River that 
would eliminate the expense of operating a ferry year 
around.  
--Second, it would be salt water barrier that would have to 
open and close to allow ships to go up and down the 
river.  
--Third, it would have a shallow opening for small boat 
traffic to pass so the gates would not have to open up as 
they would for ships. This shallow opening could be 
closed completely when a storm approaches, creating a 
dam across the river which would slow down the inflow 
of water from the storm surge.  
--Fourth,  the cost of maintaining levees around Calcasieu 
Lake would be eliminated, since the ebb and flow of the 
tides would be greatly diminished, stopping erosion and 
begin the rebuilding process. 
  The opening in this structure for small boats would 
approximate the width and depth of the pass before the 
ship channel was created, thereby allowing free passage 
of marine species.  Since the depth of the small boat 
opening would be 6-8 feet, the high-salt content of water 
at the 40ft level of the ship channel would not be allowed 
to freely flow into the upper reaches of the estuary. This 
would slow down or stop salt water intrusion and help the 
fresh water table levels in Cameron and Calcasieu 
Parishes.
  I have attached a crude drawing of my proposal.  I would 
be glad to discuss this or answer any questions you may 
have.  You can reach me at 337-583-2458 or leave a 
message. Thanks for your time

12 9 8

website 159 I understand that our marshes have historically portected 
us from storm surge, so we need to protect these marshes 
so they can protect us from storms.

3

website 159 I have been hunting and fishing in Cameron Parish for 50 
years.  I have watched the marsh erode away and become 
salt water mud flats. This all started after the Calcasieu 
Ship Channel was completed.  The cause of this marsh 
erosion is the increased volume of water that comes 
through the Calcasieu Pass (approximately 400 feet wide 
and 40 feet deep) during high and low tides.  The speed 
of the water flowing in and out of the marshes, carries soil 
from the roots of the vegetation which eventually falls 
over and dies.  Once the soil is gone no vegetation takes 
its place and the area becomes a mud flat and sinks as 
more soil is washed away.  Levees have been built around 
the East side of Calcasieu Lake to slow down this erosion 
(which did not take place before the ship channel was 
created).

8 9

website 161 I, along with many of my fellow citizens of Terrebonne 
Parish, respectfully request that the levees be placed as to 
include as much of the lower parts of Terrebonne parish 
as possible and include the communities of Dularge, 
Theriot, Dulac, Chauvin, Cocodrie, Point Aux Chenes 
and Montegut.   The viability and importance of these 
areas should not be underestimated when considering 
where protective levees should be placed.

16
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website 161 The southern portions of Terrebonne Parish contribute 
greatly to the economic and cultural base of Louisiana. 
These people deserve as much protection as all of our 
citizens.  We only have one shot at this. If any levee 
system is built that leaves out the lower parts of the parish 
we will never be able to go back. It would be a sad failure 
to look back some day and see the value of what we have 
lost and say, "We should have built the levees farther 
south?.   We have an opportunity to protect lives and 
property and in the process protect a cultural identity of a 
people that have been established in this part of the 
country for nearly 250 years. You have in your hands an 
awesome and difficult responsibility that will either 
positively or negatively impact the lives of thousands of 
people.   You have it in your power to do the right thing, 
to protect a large portion of this land for a people that 
have worked hard to make it home, and for their 
descendants.  Please do the right thing.  Include all of our 
coastal communities in the Morganza Levee System.

11 19 16

website 161 A large portion of the inhabitable landmass of Terrebonne 
Parish exists to the south of Houma. This landmass 
harbors thriving communities that are very much a large 
part of the economic and social fabric of the community.   
When the rest of the country thinks of Cajuns and South 
Louisiana, it is pictures of life along the bayou 
communities that comes to mind

11 19 16

website 161 The real reason to protect the southern communities is the 
communities and the people themselves. These are 
communities where people engage in commerce and 
recreation and family and community as they do 
anywhere else in the United States.   These are 
communities of tax paying citizens that have a large stake 
invested in the land on which they live, just as anywhere 
else.   What If terrorists had known plans to attack 
Terrebonne Parish?   Would the country draw a boundary 
line just south of Houma and tell the rest of the parish, 
sorry, we have them means to protect you, but the cost of 
defending you does not meet the cost/benefit ratio.   The 
best thing for you to do is to evacuate and let the terrorists 
destroy your homes, your businesses, your schools, your 
churches and your property.   This scenario sounds a little 
absurd. Yet there is not one reason to protect our citizens 
and our land from terrorist attack that would not just as 
equally apply to protection from hurricanes, especially 
when it is within our means to do so.   If south 
Terrebonne were under attack by a foreign power, would 
the people have to develop a list of reasons why they 
deserve to be protected or would our government come to 
our aid just because It’s our lives, our land, our property? 
It’s valuable, and by God, it’s just the right thing to do ?

8 11 16

website 161 It has been said that for every mile of land, tidal surge is 
reduced by one foot.   If the primary goal of the levee is to 
protect Terrebonne?s financial and population center 
Houma, then wouldn?t a levee system farther south of 
Houma help assure a sustainable landmass to help to 
further buffer Houma from tidal surges?   I am not an 
engineer, but it seems the more land we can keep between 
Houma and the gulf, the better off Houma will be.

20 11 16
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website 162 Hello, I am looking for information regarding levee 
alignmet thru Terrebonne Parish. Hopefully the Corp will 
choose to protect the bayou communities who have 
needed protection for years.  Please respond if there are 
any web sites shoing the proposed alignments.

16

website 164 This matter has been studied to death and no 
progress has been made.  It is time to stop studying, 
studying, studying and 
GET TO WORK

17 5

website 164 This is addressing the article in the Houma Courier on 
March 11, 2006 
regarding the levees in Terrebonne Parish.  As a life long 
resident of 
Terrebonne Parish, who has been living in Bourg, 
Louisiana, and who I might 
add has never had any problems with flooding, the idea 
that a Category 5 
Levee would be built which would leave us unprotected 
appalls me. 
This Levee which would cut the parish, would what use 
Bourg as a levee to 
protect Houma, and we would flood.  So what is next???  
First we have no 
levee system, then what we are cut off from other 
services?  We work and pay 
taxes in this parish just like every resident of Houma. 
So you leave us unprotected with no levee system, our 
property is worth 
nothing and we will not be able to sell, and the cost to 
insure what is 
worthless will probably be more than we can afford. 
So maybe you need consider what you are doing to the 
thousands of residents 
who live on the Eastside of Houma before you start 
cutting the Parish with a 
Cat 5 levee, and put the levee system that we have been 
hearing about for 
the last upteen years instead of a drainage levee that 
affords little or no 
protection for anyone.

16 8 11

website 164 WHAT NEEDS TO BE DONE IS MAKE THE 
MORGANZA TO THE GULF A CAT 5 AND MAKE IT 
A 
PRIORITY AND STOP STALLING AND STUDYING 
AND GET IT DONE NOW

17 13

website 165 First, why spend more money on  building two levees 0

website 165 Second, wouldn't putting a  level 3 at the coast and a level 
5 below Houma create a similar situation to New 
Orleans,kind of like a bowl effect? The water would go 
over the cat 3 levee and maybe not the cat 5 below 
Houma and we would have a bad outcome.I always 
though all of Terrebonne Parish was Terrebonne Parish 
not just Houma..

8 16

website 165 In my opinion,  we  should build the Morganza levee to 
category 5 level protection, for a few reasons

13
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website 165 In South Louisiana  the communities of Dularge, Dulac, 
Chauvin, Montegut and Pointe-Aux-Chenes contribute 
alot for Terrebonne Parish, seafood, oil field  services 
just  for a few examples.Why should we not be protected 
to full capacity? Do we not count? Are we just second 
class citizans because we're from the Bayou'.s? We are 
taxed just like the rest of Terrebonne Parish shouldn't we 
be protected like the rest. we are talking about a lot of 
lives that will be effected by this decision, I pray the right 
one will be chosen

11 16 8

website 166 How will the Louisiana Coastal Area, LA Ecosystem 
Restoration Study which has been underway for some 
time be integrated into the new Category 5 Louisiana 
Coastal Protection and Restoration Project study?  Will 
this study inclue specific measures for New Orleans 
protections?

5 8

website 167 Thank you very much for your informative response to 
my concerns about the gulf coast levee repairs now under 
discussion. 
Frankly, I find it shocking that decisions or 
recommendations for the project will be not be presented 
to Congress until December 2007. Does that mean that 
the people living along the gulf coast will not be protected 
from category 5 storms until 2008 or later (if ever)? That's 
at least another 2 or 3 hurricane seasons away! It seems to 
me that there is no sense of urgency within the 
organizations involved in these repairs, or perhaps our 
government leaders are hamstringing progress. 
Thank you again for this enlightenment. I definitely 
intend to communicate this information to my 
representatives in Washington. Something needs to be 
done to get things moving. No caring person wants 
another devastating event like Katrina to occur, especially 
if timely action could prevent it.

17 6

website 167 I just read the USACE March 6, 2006 news release 
entitled "How should category 5 protection be provided?". 
As you know, this news release was an invitation for the 
general public to make their opinions known at several 
meetings in New Orleans as to how best to bring about 
category 5 protection along the Gulf coast of Louisiana 
and adjoining coastal states. I live in Ohio, so it is not 
feasible for me to attend these meetings. However, I have 
thought about what should be done for a long time, and 
have yet to read or hear of anyone mentioning the word 
"CONCRETE". I shudder every time I hear discussions 
about whether or not the correct soil is being used to 
rebuild the damaged levees. In my opinion, soil of any 
type just won't do the job. Why hasn't there been talk 
about using reinforced concrete twenty feet thick (or 
whatever thickness is required), sunk down to bedrock? I 
know it would cost billions, but loosing New Orleans and 
other major cities along the Gulf would cost trillions. 
The talk about just using soil seems so clearly wrong to 
me. Every time I read of a failed water reservoir, the 
collapsed dam is invariably one made 
of soil - not concrete. 
Please convey my thoughts to your colleagues and to our 
political leaders. I will do the same.

12
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website 168 Because I was unable to attend the Scoping Meeting in 
New Orleans, I would like to inquire about progress being 
made in levee plans for the Greater New Orleans area.  As 
a resident of St Bernard Parish, my interest is heightened 
in response to plans of placing locks at the Paris Road 
area on the MRGO canal.
This plan seemingly places a shroud over the area below 
the locks in the even of any surge while the gates are 
closed.
I would like to know what the plans are for protection of 
St Bernard in the future - realistically.
I would like to re-invest in the Parish that my family has 
called home; however, I would like to know the facts.

8

website 168 Of course I would like to see the development of a Cat 5 
system beginning in Verette and extending to the borders 
of Orleans Parish.  I would like to see materials to 
reinforce the levee work that has been done until 
vegetation can grow to reinforce the strength of the 
earthen levees that are in place.
Mostly I would like to know the truth about the future of 
our area.  Although I am at BFE +5 feet, I want to be 
protected.
 
Thank you in advance,

8 13 7

website 169 Obviously the effects of last year's hurricanes on LA and 
MS were wide spread and devastating.  As planning for 
the area repair/restructure progresses, it is my hope that 
the opportunity to restore some of the tidal marshes will 
be taken. 
     These areas can in fact lessen damage from future 
storms.   Over the past years we have lost so much of the 
coastal environment with long range implications on 
ecosystems.  This loss has largely been due to man's 
interventions and urban development "needs" taking 
priority. 
    Now we have an opportunity to regroup and make 
planning for establishment and maintenance of the coastal 
marshlands a reality--in effect reversing some of the 
damage we had previously (unintentionally) caused. 
   Decision makers have the unenviable responsibility of 
weighing the "wants" of the development for people 
group and the "needs" of the environment.  Fortunately, 
we now have enough evidence from previous decisions to 
evaluate that failure to protect the environment will 
ultimately result in damage to the development!  Costly 
damage.   
    It is my hope that those making the policy decisions 
will have learned from the past and not recycle the same 
problems again. 
Thank you

1 3 5
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website 170 I am an associate wildlife biologist and a masters student 
at Mississippi State University.  Having read several 
studies (pre-Katrina) on the alarming dissapearance of the 
Louisiana coastal marshes and the impact of future 
hurricanes and storm surges on Louisiana, I strongly urge 
the ACE to follow the recommendations of scientists and 
concerned citizens.  RESTORE THE MARSH!
Obviously, levees now have their place in flood control, 
but no levee will be enough to save cities like Houma and 
New Orleans if there is no marsh to "soften the blow" of 
storms like Katrina in the future.  I have family all over 
the state of Louisiana including in New Orleans.  I assure 
you, I do have a vested interest in the people as well as 
the ecosystem.  Not only is the LA marsh indespensible in 
its protection role, but it is also one of the largest fisheries 
and seafood sources in the world.  Ecotourism and 
hunting which bring money to the LA and its people are 
also dependent upon the intact marsh.  The entire coastal 
ecosystem, including waterfowl habitat and vital resting 
and refuleing sites for migratory birds, is essential to the 
health of the wildlife in this hemisphere.
I beg of you, sir, if you do nothing else before the Corps 
embarks on another attempt to control nature, read Bayou 
Farewell by Mike Tidwell. I think it will give you a 
glimpse into the importance and life of the Louisiana 
marsh and it's inhabitants.  Please know that people all 
over this country are concerned about the dramatic loss of 
marsh every year.

3 18 20

website 170 In fact, if funding is an issue, an increase in public 
awareness may just be a way to get monetary support.
I realize I don't know all that goes on in your organization 
or involving the marsh situation.  However, I do know 
that a divergence of just one third of the Mississippi 
River north of New Orleans will slow, halt and then 
reverse the loss of marsh.  This will still allow enough 
flow past New Orleans to support ship traffic.  You know 
it will work, it has worked before with other rivers in 
other areas of the coastal marsh.
Thank you for your attention

14 7 9

website 171 Due to the relationship between epidemic loss of coastal 
marshland (25 square miles _a_year_!)  and increased 
exposure of populated areas to the most destructive 
effects of hurricanes - tidal surge, 
I urge you to apply resources and work to restore the coast 
(coastal restoration) as well as strengthen the levees.

9 3 13

website 188 I SEE NO POINT IN SPENDING TAX PAYERS 
MONEY TO PROTECT AN AREA THAT SHOULD 
NEVER HAVE BEEN BUILT ON IN THE FIRST 
PLACE. WE ARE NOT LIKE COUNTRIES THAT 
HAVE NO CHOICE BUT TO BUILD IN HARMS WAY.

0
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website 189 My suggestion is to do what a prince is doing off the 
coast of Dubai. As seen on the National Geographic 
Channel, the prince created an island using sand fron the 
Red Sea which was suitable for placement and 
compaction. Once areas were filled with raock and sand it 
was vibrated by 40 foot devices which compacted the 
sand. Th eisland I think is 10 feet above sealevel. The 
prince is also doing more of these. The technology is 
there because it is and american company doing the large 
ship dredging and placement. We could do the same and 
build upon vanishing and existing barrier island and even 
create new ones..What do you think???

12

website 190 WHATEVER IS DECIDED TO DO, THERE IS ONE 
MUST, TO SAVE ST.BERNARD & LOWER N.O. 
CLOSE THE "MRGO" TO SHIP TRAFFIC

2

website 191 A recent Associated Press article states "the Corps plans 
to erect temporary gates at the mouths of the canals to 
protect them from storm surges coming off Lake 
Pontchartrain". Why is this sensible action, which mirrors 
the Dutch approach, only TEMPORARY? Also, we saw 
the effective locks at St. Malo, which isolate their harbor 
from the huge North Sea tides.

5 12

website 192 I lived in an area called Pontchartrain Park (along with 
quite a few other folks). Due to the levy breaking, our 
area which had NEVER flooded (even during Betsy, etc.) 
FLOODED. My Dad is in New Orleans now (overseeing 
home renovations) and will leave N.O. Wednesday night, 
prior to the Thursday meeting at UNO. We won't be back 
in N.O. until Sat., March 18th for the Pont. Park/Gentilly 
Woods meeting at the Greek Hellenic Center (St. Bernard 
Ave. and Robert E. Lee). Hopefully, you or someone from 
your office could let us (the large group) know about your 
efforts for N.O. Thanks, Dr. Earnestine Bennett-Johnson 
(205-995-7423/home).

0
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website 343 NEW ORLEANS "PLAN"

Based on my 30 some years experience as a county "real 
estate representative" acquiring land titles for freeways, 
county-trunk highways, and miscellaneous-county 
projects, we have always proceeded with a "plan". 
What is the plan for New Orleans; well, what are the 
problems?

Problem #1. With 80% or more destruction, this is the 
greatest, unprecedented natural disaster to ever strike this 
country in combination of migration of life/property 
damage.

Problem #2.  reflooding of New Orleans is a CLEAR 
AND PRESENT DANGER, 

Problem #3.  building or rebuilding on the sea floor never 
was and never will be a good idea, 

Problem #4.  any rebuilding plan will span decades and 
not days, weeks, months, or years.  

Problem #5.  citizens’ real estate damaged by Katrina 
cannot wait decades for compensation, and

Problem/Opportunity #6.  this near-total destruction 
presents a golden opportunity to rebuild New Orleans as a 
MODEL CITY physically, socially, and efficiantially.  

With the above problems in mind, how do we proceed 
with a New Orleans “plan”?  

“Under all lies the land”,

(a famous quotation.)  

In my career acquiring title to lands for county projects, 
the first piece of paper in the file was always a LEGAL 
DESCRIPTION of the property to be acquired, but before 
this could occur a RELOCATION ORDER had to be 
developed through a series of legal steps, and had to be 
passed by ALL of the governing bodies.  For example, in 
the case of a freeway segment, this was a 10-year process 
from concept to ribbon cutting.  

Based on the above scenario, I suggest an emergency (like 
in war time) a legal procedure be adopted  that would 
result in a New Orleans "plan" as follows:

Solution #1.  construct a 1,000 foot wide corridor 
bisecting New Orleans from east to west to accommodate 
right-of-way for roads, masstransit, utilities, and 
residential construction, 

Solution #2.  that this 1,000 foot right-of-way be raised to 
a level of 43 feet with material from super dredges 
scouring the sea floor for proper "fill" to be trucked to this 
super right-of-way corridor, dumped and compacked, 

Solution #3.  those people who want to stay and rebuild in 
New Orleans be given a "first refusal" to acquire new land 
in this super-raised corridor, 

1 12 8
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Solution #4.  compensation for property owners based on 
appraisal and/or assessed valuations who do NOT want to 
rebuild to be paid in a timely way.  

NOW, WE HAVE A NEW ORLEANS "PLAN"!

As this raised corridor expands from east to west, 
depending on demand, north and south extensions can or 
will not be built.  Eventually, this raised to 43 feet 
corridor bisecting New Orleans will be completed perhaps 
in a decade, and perhaps north and south extensions will 
also be constructed leaving natural areas still below sea 
level.  

I would set aside the French Quarter as a national 
monument, a treasure, to assure its preservation.

No "plan" is ever perfect, but its main goal is to achieve 
equity and justice for all, and that includes nationwide 
taxpayers.

Being America’s number two busiest port (some would 
say number one), we must take all legal steps first and 
physical steps second to assure the future via this New 
Orleans "plan".
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 website 52 Improve existing infrastructure:  relocate inland pump  1 4 
 houses to  lake,  install gates in open canals, install  
 gates on discharge side of pumping stations,                  
 coordinate area emergency plans, improve first  
 respondent communications,  improve evacuation plans, 
  define areas of responsibilities. 

 website 52 Start preventing salt water infiltration to prevent more  2 9 
 damage to the marshes.  Stop dredging MRGO, consider  
 using the existing MRGO channel for a fresh water  
 diversion project as it was recommended during our  
 group meeting.  Start sealing - off pipe line canals and  
 closing minor areas open to SW intrusion. 

 website 52 If possible and in order to expedite these activities  5 
 consider the projects above as part of the "Guardian  
 Task Force" actvities. 

 website 52 Develop "Mid" and 'Long" range plans ("Multi Line of  1 15 
 Defense Plan"):  develop a compartmentalize city plan,  
 develop or finalize standard storm data, decide if it is  
 reasonable and feasible a Cat 5 defense, if it is, break  
 down in phases where some upgraded protection (Cat  
 4?) could be accomplished sooner while progressing to  
 the ultimate goal of Cat 5.  Develop or finalize  
 permanent reference marks, develop or finalize existing   
 infrastructure comprehensive maintenance plan, develop 
  a marsh restoration plan, develop a barrier islands  
 restoration plan, develop a Cat ? levee protection plan). 

 website 52 Start relocating business and private owners from  0 
 affected areas 

 website 52 Develop and start implementing metropolitan area  12 
 compartmentalization.  Use existing elevated tracks of  
 ground (railroads beds, interstate highway structures)  
 for this purpose.  Plug underpasses, build overpasses  
 where crossing may be necessary. Upgrade drainage  
 system to prevent one compartment from flooding  

 website 52 Incorporate any areas improvements that may have been  1 
 overlooked. 

 website 52 Complete preceding projects in accord to available  15 
 funding 

 website 52 Sort out all existing (environmental, feasibility, etc.)  5 
 studies for immediate use.  There are no benefits to  
 re-inventing the wheel unless it is absolutely  
 necessary.  I imagine there is enough information  
 somewhere for almost anything that we would like to do 

 website 52 close MRGO 2 
 website 52 Upgrade projects using latest technological advances  12 
 and design concepts. 

 website 52 Start more complex FW diversion projects 0 
 website 52 Re evaluate previous assumptions and incorporate any  12 
 required changes to the plan.  Incorporate any  
 technological advances that may have develop since the 
  previous plans were made, re assess basic design  
 parameters and revise design if required 
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 website 52 Start barrier islands restoration projects 9 
 website 52 Allow sufficient time for any flaws to develop before  15 
 declaring victory.  Implement corrections as it may be  
 required. 

 website 52 Consider a priority of the "Mid Range" plan:  Isolation  8 
 of Lake Pontchartrain from storm surge by adding the  
 Chef and Riggolets locks and levy protection along the  
 CSX Railroad bed east of NO toward Waveland as a  
 second line of defense.  Consider  a levy along the  
 Interstate 10 East (Twin Spans) between Irish Bayou  
 and Slidell as a third line of defense.  The first line of  
 defense will be the restoration of the barrier islands, this 
  may take longer to  develop and may be completed  
 during the "Long Range Plan". 

 website 52 Improve Corps image with the public:  Admit past  6 10 5 
 mistakes, invite or contract independent review (incl.  
 critics or Corp opponents) of  domestic & foreign  
 experts, keep the Public and Congress informed of key  
 decisions, survey for best course of action when all facts 
  and data are available,  consider practicality (risk  
 assessment, funds and time constrains) when  
 considering some ideas, get politics off the process,  
 require decision makers (incl. their immediate families)  
 to live in this area, consider expanding the work force  
 using qualified local support, if necessary for the  
 additional scope off work 
 website 52 Maintain existing structures. 0 
 website 56 2.)The present CWPPRA projects dealing with barrier  3 8 9 
 island restoration need to be enhanced to raise these  
 islands so as to act as surge barriers and not bird  
 sanctuaries. The Barataria Basin barrier islands from  
 Sandy Point to Grand Isle can be raised to +15' using  
 suction dredges in the river to do this. 3.) The east bank  
 river levee needs to be extended south of Bohemia all  
 the way to Baptiste Collette Pass. This will provide  
 surge protection coming from Breton Sound as was the  
 case during Katrina. The present river diversion  
 projects on the east bank below Ostrica need to be  
 canceled. The area on the Breton Sound side of these  
 levees need to be dredged in with river sediment to +5'. 

 website 56 I attended the scoping meeting at UNO and proposed  9 12 
 several Cat 5 suggestions. I want to make sure that they  
 are entered into the present scoping process. They are as 
  follows: 1)Create multible free flowing spillways in  
 areas where they would reduce storm surge by acting as  
 relief valves to allow water to move from the river to  
 coastal marshes in either direction as determined by the  
 surge direction. These spillways would be spaced and  
 sized to keep the surge from topping the present Cat 3  
 levees. The old levees would provide material to build  
 the necessary levees needed to enclose the inhabited  
 areas between the spillways, and borrow from the  
 spillways would also be borrow sources. During high  
 river the spillways would serve as freshwater  
 diversions to rebuild marshlands between the river and  
 the Gulf of Mexico. Now is a excellent opportunity to  
 do this since many residents are not returning to lower  
 Plaquemines Parish. Of course highways would have to 
  be elevated to span the spillways. 
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 website 99 All the alternates seemed to be placing the hurricane  3 13 8 
 protection structures a great distance from the inhabited  
 areas of New Orleans. How do you propose to place  
 levees or walls or gates out in the unstable soils of the  
 marshland? There is nothing out there to build on.  
 Secondly, if you do build hurricane barriers that far out,  
 won't that completely change the ecological structure of 
  the marshland? We need to rebuild the marshland and  
 then keep the levees where they are, just make them Cat  
 5 levees. Thirdly, the current eastern flank of the New  
 Orleans hurricane protection levee is too far out east. It  
 is now incompassing the Bayou Savauge Wildlife  
 Refuge. There is a lot of marshland out there, not only in  
 the wildlife refuge, but out past the interior levee that  
 should be allowed to be in hydrologic communication  
 with the greater marshland. People put the levees up  
 there thinking that New Orleans East would someday  
 be built all over out there, but we need to rethink our  
 plans for that area. In general: DON'T DESTROY  
 MARSHLAND TRYING TO PROTECT NEW  
 ORELANS FOR HURRICANES. STRENGTHEN AND 
  BUILD UP THE CURRENT LEVEE SYSTEM TO  
 CATAGORY 5 PROTECTION, EXCEPT BRING THE  
 EASTERN FLANK OF THE LEVEE SYSTEM  
 CLOSER IN TO THE INTERIOR LEVEE IN NEW  
 ORLEANS EAST. 

 website 99 I am a civil engineer working for URS Corp. and a  7 
 resident of New Orleans East. My house got 6 1/2 feet of 
  water in it because of Hurricane K. I attended the UNO  
 Scoping Meeting and I have the following commens:  
 There were about five alternate proposals on display  
 (color maps of Louisiana, showine proposed alignments 
  of hurricane protection levees), but no one ever said  
 anything about them. Again, in the small group, one of  
 the facilitators passed around smaller color copies of  
 these same proposed alteernates, without any  
 explanation. This became very confusing. Were we  
 supposed to make comments on these, or what? If they  
 are actual proposals, then someone should have walked  
 us through them to see the differences, because without  
 studying them in detail it was very hard to see what was 
  the difference between them. Either explain them or  
 don't even show them. They are just causing confusion. 

 website 139 As a long time resident of Louisiana (for 40 years) and  3 9 
 after a recent exodus to Washington, D.C., I would like  
 to add my voice to those who have for many years  
 stressed the vital importance of coastal resotration of the 
  Louisiana marshes and wetlands.  New Orleans is one  
 of the gems of the ocutnry and I hope that it will  
 survive, but I can not see its continued survival being  
 accomplished without understanding and acting on the  
 restoration of the swamps and marshes. We need to do  
 whatever we can in this area to save vanishing lands  
 and resources as well as to save a unique way of life.  I  
 realize that this is a tremendously complicated issue  
 made harder by global climate change and our refusal to  
 address warnings form the scientific community for many 
  years.  Thank you for considering my opinion as a  
 former resident. 
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 website 139 Thank you very much for this additional information.   9 1 19 
 Please forward via regular mail when more appropriate  
 to my husband and myself. 
  
 Additionally I would like to comment a bit further  
 about the damage done to the coastal wetlands by the  
 oil companies who have come in to Louisiana and  
 dredged "small" canals which have further eroded into  
 very large bodies of water which were formally LAND.   
 It seems to me that these companies should be involved  
 financially in the restoration of an area important to all  
 of the country.  The impact on birds is particularly  
 frightening since the last twenty years have resulted in  
 dramatic losses in bird populations who migrate  
 through the Louisiana wetlands.  This is yet another  
 demonstration of how a decision that seems small at the  
 time such as dredging a "little" canal contributes to a  
 huge problem.  We can not afford to continue in the  
 belief that we can make decisions in isolation.  We see  
 the evidence reverberating in large environmental  
 destruction as well as cultural damage to the Cajun way  
 of life. Certainly it is important to carefully and  
 thoughtfully craft our next policies, but can we afford to  
 wait until December of 2007? 
 And one further inquiry would be about the possibility  
 of our physical involvement in coastal restoration.  My  
 husband and I are considering relocating to Louisiana  
 at least part of the year and would like to participate  
 actively in restoration projects.  We would appreciate  
 any information you could give us about such  

 website 140 The Hurricane category of storms increases over warm  0 
 water. The water in the Gulf of Mexico is at very high  
 temperatures in 2006, indicating that small hurricanes  
 will strengthen rapidly. If hurricanes are to dodge the  
 large population areas of New Orleans and Houston,  
 then communities that have a corresponding increase in  
 landfall danger need expedited in-place ways to cope  
 with the cost of New England having a warm winter. 

 website 158 Risk as defined by the Dutch (Storm frequency x  5 
 damages (life and economic)) should be the basis for  
 making decisions on where higher  protection is  

 website 158 Plans should be developed in an integrated fashion  1 8 
 with the USACE (LACPR) DNR, LRA, parishes and  
 City of N.O. 

 website 158 Lower protection could be provided to areas that are  0 
 not as critical in terms of risk 

 website 158 Low-lying areas should become green open spaces for  1 
 flood storage/reserves. Local zoning should reflect the  
 CAT 5 Tech Report recommendations, ie, rebuilding in  
 green open reserve spaces should be prohibited. 

 Saturday, April 15, 2006 Page 83 of 92 



 Comment Mode Commenter ID Comment Theme 1 2 3 
 website 159    I propose that a structure be erected at Calcasieu Pass  12 9 8 
 in Cameron that would restrict the volume of water  
 flowing through the pass during tidal flows.  This  
 structure would perform 4 functions.  
 --First, it would be a bridge over the Calcasieu River  
 that would eliminate the expense of operating a ferry  
 year around.   
 --Second, it would be salt water barrier that would have  
 to open and close to allow ships to go up and down the  
 river.   
 --Third, it would have a shallow opening for small boat  
 traffic to pass so the gates would not have to open up as  
 they would for ships. This shallow opening could be  
 closed completely when a storm approaches, creating a  
 dam across the river which would slow down the inflow 
  of water from the storm surge.   
 --Fourth,  the cost of maintaining levees around  
 Calcasieu Lake would be eliminated, since the ebb and  
 flow of the tides would be greatly diminished, stopping  
 erosion and begin the rebuilding process.  
   The opening in this structure for small boats would  
 approximate the width and depth of the pass before the  
 ship channel was created, thereby allowing free passage  
 of marine species.  Since the depth of the small boat  
 opening would be 6-8 feet, the high-salt content of  
 water at the 40ft level of the ship channel would not be  
 allowed to freely flow into the upper reaches of the  
 estuary. This would slow down or stop salt water  
 intrusion and help the fresh water table levels in  
 Cameron and Calcasieu Parishes. 
   I have attached a crude drawing of my proposal.  I  
 would be glad to discuss this or answer any questions  
 you may have.  You can reach me at 337-583-2458 or  
 leave a message. Thanks for your time 

 website 159 I understand that our marshes have historically  3 
 portected us from storm surge, so we need to protect  
 these marshes so they can protect us from storms. 

 website 159 I have been hunting and fishing in Cameron Parish for  8 9 
 50 years.  I have watched the marsh erode away and  
 become salt water mud flats. This all started after the  
 Calcasieu Ship Channel was completed.  The cause of  
 this marsh erosion is the increased volume of water that  
 comes through the Calcasieu Pass (approximately 400  
 feet wide and 40 feet deep) during high and low tides.   
 The speed of the water flowing in and out of the marshes, 
  carries soil from the roots of the vegetation which  
 eventually falls over and dies.  Once the soil is gone no  
 vegetation takes its place and the area becomes a mud  
 flat and sinks as more soil is washed away.  Levees have 
  been built around the East side of Calcasieu Lake to  
 slow down this erosion (which did not take place  
 before the ship channel was created). 

 website 161 I, along with many of my fellow citizens of Terrebonne  16 
 Parish, respectfully request that the levees be placed as  
 to include as much of the lower parts of Terrebonne  
 parish as possible and include the communities of  
 Dularge, Theriot, Dulac, Chauvin, Cocodrie, Point Aux  
 Chenes and Montegut.   The viability and importance of  
 these areas should not be underestimated when  
 considering where protective levees should be placed. 
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 website 161 The southern portions of Terrebonne Parish contribute  11 19 16 
 greatly to the economic and cultural base of Louisiana.  
 These people deserve as much protection as all of our  
 citizens.  We only have one shot at this. If any levee  
 system is built that leaves out the lower parts of the  
 parish we will never be able to go back. It would be a  
 sad failure to look back some day and see the value of  
 what we have lost and say, "We should have built the  
 levees farther south?.   We have an opportunity to  
 protect lives and property and in the process protect a  
 cultural identity of a people that have been established  
 in this part of the country for nearly 250 years. You  
 have in your hands an awesome and difficult  
 responsibility that will either positively or negatively  
 impact the lives of thousands of people.   You have it in  
 your power to do the right thing, to protect a large  
 portion of this land for a people that have worked hard  
 to make it home, and for their descendants.  Please do  
 the right thing.  Include all of our coastal communities  
 in the Morganza Levee System. 
 website 161 A large portion of the inhabitable landmass of  11 19 16 
 Terrebonne Parish exists to the south of Houma. This  
 landmass harbors thriving communities that are very  
 much a large part of the economic and social fabric of the  
 community.   When the rest of the country thinks of  
 Cajuns and South Louisiana, it is pictures of life along  
 the bayou communities that comes to mind 

 website 161 The real reason to protect the southern communities is  8 11 16 
 the communities and the people themselves. These are  
 communities where people engage in commerce and  
 recreation and family and community as they do  
 anywhere else in the United States.   These are  
 communities of tax paying citizens that have a large  
 stake invested in the land on which they live, just as  
 anywhere else.   What If terrorists had known plans to  
 attack Terrebonne Parish?   Would the country draw a  
 boundary line just south of Houma and tell the rest of  
 the parish, sorry, we have them means to protect you,  
 but the cost of defending you does not meet the  
 cost/benefit ratio.   The best thing for you to do is to  
 evacuate and let the terrorists destroy your homes, your  
 businesses, your schools, your churches and your  
 property.   This scenario sounds a little absurd. Yet  
 there is not one reason to protect our citizens and our  
 land from terrorist attack that would not just as equally  
 apply to protection from hurricanes, especially when it  
 is within our means to do so.   If south Terrebonne were  
 under attack by a foreign power, would the people have  
 to develop a list of reasons why they deserve to be  
 protected or would our government come to our aid just  
 because It’s our lives, our land, our property? It’s  
 valuable, and by God, it’s just the right thing to do ? 

 website 161 It has been said that for every mile of land, tidal surge is  20 11 16 
 reduced by one foot.   If the primary goal of the levee is  
 to protect Terrebonne?s financial and population center  
 Houma, then wouldn?t a levee system farther south of  
 Houma help assure a sustainable landmass to help to  
 further buffer Houma from tidal surges?   I am not an  
 engineer, but it seems the more land we can keep  
 between Houma and the gulf, the better off Houma will  
 be. 
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 website 162 Hello, I am looking for information regarding levee  16 
 alignmet thru Terrebonne Parish. Hopefully the Corp  
 will choose to protect the bayou communities who have 
  needed protection for years.  Please respond if there are  
 any web sites shoing the proposed alignments. 

 website 164 This matter has been studied to death and no  17 5 
 progress has been made.  It is time to stop studying,  
 studying, studying and  
 GET TO WORK 

 website 164 This is addressing the article in the Houma Courier on  16 8 11 
 March 11, 2006  
 regarding the levees in Terrebonne Parish.  As a life  
 long resident of  
 Terrebonne Parish, who has been living in Bourg,  
 Louisiana, and who I might  
 add has never had any problems with flooding, the idea  
 that a Category 5  
 Levee would be built which would leave us  
 unprotected appalls me.  
 This Levee which would cut the parish, would what use 
  Bourg as a levee to  
 protect Houma, and we would flood.  So what is  
 next???  First we have no  
 levee system, then what we are cut off from other  
 services?  We work and pay  
 taxes in this parish just like every resident of Houma.  
 So you leave us unprotected with no levee system, our  
 property is worth  
 nothing and we will not be able to sell, and the cost to  
 insure what is  
 worthless will probably be more than we can afford.  
 So maybe you need consider what you are doing to the  
 thousands of residents  
 who live on the Eastside of Houma before you start  
 cutting the Parish with a  
 Cat 5 levee, and put the levee system that we have been  
 hearing about for  
 the last upteen years instead of a drainage levee that  
 affords little or no  
 protection for anyone. 

 website 164 WHAT NEEDS TO BE DONE IS MAKE THE  17 13 
 MORGANZA TO THE GULF A CAT 5 AND MAKE IT 
  A  
 PRIORITY AND STOP STALLING AND STUDYING  
 AND GET IT DONE NOW 

 website 165 First, why spend more money on  building two levees 0 
 website 165 Second, wouldn't putting a  level 3 at the coast and a  8 16 
 level 5 below Houma create a similar situation to New  
 Orleans,kind of like a bowl effect? The water would go  
 over the cat 3 levee and maybe not the cat 5 below  
 Houma and we would have a bad outcome.I always  
 though all of Terrebonne Parish was Terrebonne Parish  
 not just Houma.. 

 website 165 In my opinion,  we  should build the Morganza levee to  13 
 category 5 level protection, for a few reasons 
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 website 165 In South Louisiana  the communities of Dularge, Dulac,  11 16 8 
 Chauvin, Montegut and Pointe-Aux-Chenes contribute  
 alot for Terrebonne Parish, seafood, oil field  services  
 just  for a few examples.Why should we not be protected 
  to full capacity? Do we not count? Are we just second  
 class citizans because we're from the Bayou'.s? We are  
 taxed just like the rest of Terrebonne Parish shouldn't  
 we be protected like the rest. we are talking about a lot  
 of lives that will be effected by this decision, I pray the  
 right one will be chosen 

 website 166 How will the Louisiana Coastal Area, LA Ecosystem  5 8 
 Restoration Study which has been underway for some  
 time be integrated into the new Category 5 Louisiana  
 Coastal Protection and Restoration Project study?   
 Will this study inclue specific measures for New  
 Orleans protections? 

 website 167 Thank you very much for your informative response to  17 6 
 my concerns about the gulf coast levee repairs now  
 under discussion.  
 Frankly, I find it shocking that decisions or  
 recommendations for the project will be not be  
 presented to Congress until December 2007. Does that  
 mean that the people living along the gulf coast will not 
  be protected from category 5 storms until 2008 or later  
 (if ever)? That's at least another 2 or 3 hurricane seasons 
  away! It seems to me that there is no sense of urgency  
 within the organizations involved in these repairs, or  
 perhaps our government leaders are hamstringing  
 progress.  
 Thank you again for this enlightenment. I definitely  
 intend to communicate this information to my  
 representatives in Washington. Something needs to be  
 done to get things moving. No caring person wants  
 another devastating event like Katrina to occur,  
 especially if timely action could prevent it. 
 website 167 I just read the USACE March 6, 2006 news release  12 
 entitled "How should category 5 protection be  
 provided?". As you know, this news release was an  
 invitation for the general public to make their opinions  
 known at several meetings in New Orleans as to how  
 best to bring about category 5 protection along the Gulf 
  coast of Louisiana and adjoining coastal states. I live  
 in Ohio, so it is not feasible for me to attend these  
 meetings. However, I have thought about what should  
 be done for a long time, and have yet to read or hear of  
 anyone mentioning the word "CONCRETE". I shudder  
 every time I hear discussions about whether or not the  
 correct soil is being used to rebuild the damaged levees. 
  In my opinion, soil of any type just won't do the job.  
 Why hasn't there been talk about using reinforced  
 concrete twenty feet thick (or whatever thickness is  
 required), sunk down to bedrock? I know it would cost  
 billions, but loosing New Orleans and other major  
 cities along the Gulf would cost trillions.  
 The talk about just using soil seems so clearly wrong to 
  me. Every time I read of a failed water reservoir, the  
 collapsed dam is invariably one made  
 of soil - not concrete.  
 Please convey my thoughts to your colleagues and to  
 our political leaders. I will do the same. 
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 website 168 Because I was unable to attend the Scoping Meeting in  8 
 New Orleans, I would like to inquire about progress  
 being made in levee plans for the Greater New Orleans  
 area.  As a resident of St Bernard Parish, my interest is  
 heightened in response to plans of placing locks at the  
 Paris Road area on the MRGO canal. 
 This plan seemingly places a shroud over the area below 
  the locks in the even of any surge while the gates are  
 closed. 
 I would like to know what the plans are for protection  
 of St Bernard in the future - realistically. 
 I would like to re-invest in the Parish that my family has 
  called home; however, I would like to know the facts. 

 website 168 Of course I would like to see the development of a Cat 5  8 13 7 
 system beginning in Verette and extending to the  
 borders of Orleans Parish.  I would like to see materials  
 to reinforce the levee work that has been done until  
 vegetation can grow to reinforce the strength of the  
 earthen levees that are in place. 
 Mostly I would like to know the truth about the future  
 of our area.  Although I am at BFE +5 feet, I want to be  
 protected. 
   
 Thank you in advance, 

 website 169 Obviously the effects of last year's hurricanes on LA  1 3 5 
 and MS were wide spread and devastating.  As planning 
  for the area repair/restructure progresses, it is my hope  
 that the opportunity to restore some of the tidal marshes  
 will be taken.  
      These areas can in fact lessen damage from future  
 storms.   Over the past years we have lost so much of the  
 coastal environment with long range implications on  
 ecosystems.  This loss has largely been due to man's  
 interventions and urban development "needs" taking  
 priority.  
     Now we have an opportunity to regroup and make  
 planning for establishment and maintenance of the  
 coastal marshlands a reality--in effect reversing some of  
 the damage we had previously (unintentionally) caused. 
   
    Decision makers have the unenviable responsibility of 
  weighing the "wants" of the development for people  
 group and the "needs" of the environment.  Fortunately,  
 we now have enough evidence from previous decisions  
 to evaluate that failure to protect the environment will  
 ultimately result in damage to the development!  Costly  
 damage.    
     It is my hope that those making the policy decisions  
 will have learned from the past and not recycle the same  
 problems again.  
 Thank you 
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 website 170 I am an associate wildlife biologist and a masters  3 18 20 
 student at Mississippi State University.  Having read  
 several studies (pre-Katrina) on the alarming  
 dissapearance of the Louisiana coastal marshes and the  
 impact of future hurricanes and storm surges on  
 Louisiana, I strongly urge the ACE to follow the  
 recommendations of scientists and concerned citizens.   
 RESTORE THE MARSH! 
 Obviously, levees now have their place in flood  
 control, but no levee will be enough to save cities like  
 Houma and New Orleans if there is no marsh to "soften  
 the blow" of storms like Katrina in the future.  I have  
 family all over the state of Louisiana including in New  
 Orleans.  I assure you, I do have a vested interest in the  
 people as well as the ecosystem.  Not only is the LA  
 marsh indespensible in its protection role, but it is also  
 one of the largest fisheries and seafood sources in the  
 world.  Ecotourism and hunting which bring money to  
 the LA and its people are also dependent upon the  
 intact marsh.  The entire coastal ecosystem, including  
 waterfowl habitat and vital resting and refuleing sites  
 for migratory birds, is essential to the health of the  
 wildlife in this hemisphere. 
 I beg of you, sir, if you do nothing else before the Corps  
 embarks on another attempt to control nature, read  
 Bayou Farewell by Mike Tidwell. I think it will give  
 you a glimpse into the importance and life of the  
 Louisiana marsh and it's inhabitants.  Please know that  
 people all over this country are concerned about the  

 website 170 In fact, if funding is an issue, an increase in public  14 7 9 
 awareness may just be a way to get monetary support. 
 I realize I don't know all that goes on in your  
 organization or involving the marsh situation.   
 However, I do know that a divergence of just one third  
 of the Mississippi River north of New Orleans will  
 slow, halt and then reverse the loss of marsh.  This will  
 still allow enough flow past New Orleans to support  
 ship traffic.  You know it will work, it has worked  
 before with other rivers in other areas of the coastal  
 marsh. 
 Thank you for your attention 
 website 171 Due to the relationship between epidemic loss of  9 3 13 
 coastal marshland (25 square miles _a_year_!)  and  
 increased exposure of populated areas to the most  
 destructive effects of hurricanes - tidal surge,  
 I urge you to apply resources and work to restore the  
 coast (coastal restoration) as well as strengthen the  

 website 188 I SEE NO POINT IN SPENDING TAX PAYERS  0 
 MONEY TO PROTECT AN AREA THAT SHOULD  
 NEVER HAVE BEEN BUILT ON IN THE FIRST  
 PLACE. WE ARE NOT LIKE COUNTRIES THAT  
 HAVE NO CHOICE BUT TO BUILD IN HARMS  
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 website 189 My suggestion is to do what a prince is doing off the  12 
 coast of Dubai. As seen on the National Geographic  
 Channel, the prince created an island using sand fron  
 the Red Sea which was suitable for placement and  
 compaction. Once areas were filled with raock and sand  
 it was vibrated by 40 foot devices which compacted the  
 sand. Th eisland I think is 10 feet above sealevel. The  
 prince is also doing more of these. The technology is  
 there because it is and american company doing the  
 large ship dredging and placement. We could do the  
 same and build upon vanishing and existing barrier  
 island and even create new ones..What do you think??? 

 website 190 WHATEVER IS DECIDED TO DO, THERE IS ONE  2 
 MUST, TO SAVE ST.BERNARD & LOWER N.O.  
 CLOSE THE "MRGO" TO SHIP TRAFFIC 

 website 191 A recent Associated Press article states "the Corps  5 12 
 plans to erect temporary gates at the mouths of the  
 canals to protect them from storm surges coming off Lake 
  Pontchartrain". Why is this sensible action, which  
 mirrors the Dutch approach, only TEMPORARY? Also, 
  we saw the effective locks at St. Malo, which isolate  
 their harbor from the huge North Sea tides. 

 website 192 I lived in an area called Pontchartrain Park (along with  0 
 quite a few other folks). Due to the levy breaking, our  
 area which had NEVER flooded (even during Betsy,  
 etc.) FLOODED. My Dad is in New Orleans now  
 (overseeing home renovations) and will leave N.O.  
 Wednesday night, prior to the Thursday meeting at  
 UNO. We won't be back in N.O. until Sat., March 18th  
 for the Pont. Park/Gentilly Woods meeting at the Greek 
  Hellenic Center (St. Bernard Ave. and Robert E. Lee).  
 Hopefully, you or someone from your office could let us  
 (the large group) know about your efforts for N.O.  
 Thanks, Dr. Earnestine Bennett-Johnson  
 (205-995-7423/home). 
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 website 343 NEW ORLEANS "PLAN" 1 12 8 
  
 Based on my 30 some years experience as a county "real  
 estate representative" acquiring land titles for freeways,  
 county-trunk highways, and miscellaneous-county  
 projects, we have always proceeded with a "plan".  
 What is the plan for New Orleans; well, what are the  
 problems? 
  
 Problem #1. With 80% or more destruction, this is the  
 greatest, unprecedented natural disaster to ever strike  
 this country in combination of migration of life/property 
  damage. 
  
 Problem #2.  reflooding of New Orleans is a CLEAR  
 AND PRESENT DANGER,  
  
 Problem #3.  building or rebuilding on the sea floor  
 never was and never will be a good idea,  
  
 Problem #4.  any rebuilding plan will span decades and  
 not days, weeks, months, or years.   
  
 Problem #5.  citizens’ real estate damaged by Katrina  
 cannot wait decades for compensation, and 
  
 Problem/Opportunity #6.  this near-total destruction  
 presents a golden opportunity to rebuild New Orleans  
 as a MODEL CITY physically, socially, and  
 efficiantially.   
  
 With the above problems in mind, how do we proceed  
 with a New Orleans “plan”?   
  
 “Under all lies the land”, 
  
 (a famous quotation.)   
  
 In my career acquiring title to lands for county projects,  
 the first piece of paper in the file was always a LEGAL  
 DESCRIPTION of the property to be acquired, but  
 before this could occur a RELOCATION ORDER had  
 to be developed through a series of legal steps, and had  
 to be passed by ALL of the governing bodies.  For  
 example, in the case of a freeway segment, this was a  
 10-year process from concept to ribbon cutting.   
  
 Based on the above scenario, I suggest an emergency  
 (like in war time) a legal procedure be adopted  that  
 would result in a New Orleans "plan" as follows: 
  
 Solution #1.  construct a 1,000 foot wide corridor  
 bisecting New Orleans from east to west to  
 accommodate right-of-way for roads, masstransit,  
 utilities, and residential construction,  
  
 Solution #2.  that this 1,000 foot right-of-way be raised  
 to a level of 43 feet with material from super dredges  
 scouring the sea floor for proper "fill" to be trucked to  
 this super right-of-way corridor, dumped and  
 compacked,  
  
 Solution #3.  those people who want to stay and  
 rebuild in New Orleans be given a "first refusal" to  
 acquire new land in this super-raised corridor,  
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 Solution #4.  compensation for property owners based  
 on appraisal and/or assessed valuations who do NOT  
 want to rebuild to be paid in a timely way.   
  
 NOW, WE HAVE A NEW ORLEANS "PLAN"! 
  
 As this raised corridor expands from east to west,  
 depending on demand, north and south extensions can  
 or will not be built.  Eventually, this raised to 43 feet  
 corridor bisecting New Orleans will be completed  
 perhaps in a decade, and perhaps north and south  
 extensions will also be constructed leaving natural  
 areas still below sea level.   
  
 I would set aside the French Quarter as a national  
 monument, a treasure, to assure its preservation. 
  
 No "plan" is ever perfect, but its main goal is to achieve  
 equity and justice for all, and that includes nationwide  
 taxpayers. 
  
 Being America’s number two busiest port (some would  
 say number one), we must take all legal steps first and  
 physical steps second to assure the future via this New  
 Orleans "plan". 
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